
This is a digital copy of a book that was preserved for generations on library shelves before it was carefully scanned by Google as part of a project 
to make the world's books discoverable online. 

It has survived long enough for the copyright to expire and the book to enter the public domain. A public domain book is one that was never subject 
to copyright or whose legal copyright term has expired. Whether a book is in the public domain may vary country to country. Public domain books 
are our gateways to the past, representing a wealth of history, culture and knowledge that's often difficult to discover. 

Marks, notations and other marginalia present in the original volume will appear in this file - a reminder of this book's long journey from the 
publisher to a library and finally to you. 

Usage guidelines 

Google is proud to partner with libraries to digitize public domain materials and make them widely accessible. Public domain books belong to the 
public and we are merely their custodians. Nevertheless, this work is expensive, so in order to keep providing this resource, we have taken steps to 
prevent abuse by commercial parties, including placing technical restrictions on automated querying. 

We also ask that you: 

+ Make non-commercial use of the files We designed Google Book Search for use by individuals, and we request that you use these files for 
personal, non-commercial purposes. 

+ Refrain from automated querying Do not send automated queries of any sort to Google's system: If you are conducting research on machine 
translation, optical character recognition or other areas where access to a large amount of text is helpful, please contact us. We encourage the 
use of public domain materials for these purposes and may be able to help. 

+ Maintain attribution The Google "watermark" you see on each file is essential for informing people about this project and helping them find 
additional materials through Google Book Search. Please do not remove it. 

+ Keep it legal Whatever your use, remember that you are responsible for ensuring that what you are doing is legal. Do not assume that just 
because we believe a book is in the public domain for users in the United States, that the work is also in the public domain for users in other 
countries. Whether a book is still in copyright varies from country to country, and we can't offer guidance on whether any specific use of 
any specific book is allowed. Please do not assume that a book's appearance in Google Book Search means it can be used in any manner 
anywhere in the world. Copyright infringement liability can be quite severe. 

About Google Book Search 

Google's mission is to organize the world's information and to make it universally accessible and useful. Google Book Search helps readers 
discover the world's books while helping authors and publishers reach new audiences. You can search through the full text of this book on the web 



at |http : //books . google . com/ 



VlSFACX. V 

partly hy the result of experiments, to entertain a hope 
that the present system may prove useful to such as 
have their method of composition, and their style of 
writing and of delivery to acquire. And an author 
ought to be content if a work be found in some instan- 
ces not unprofitable, which cannot, from its nature, be 
expected to jjass completely uncensured. 

Whoever indeed, in treating of any subject, recom- 
mends (whether on ^ood or bad grounds) a departure 
from established practice, must expect to encounter op- 
position. This opposition does not indeed imply that 
his precepts are right; but neither does ii prove them 
tprong ; it only implies that they are new ; since few 
will readily acknowledge the plans on which they have 
long been proceeding, to be mistaken. If a treatise 
therefore on the present subject were received with im- 
mediate, universal, and unqualified approbation, this cir- 
cumstance, though it would not indeed prove it to be 
erroneous, (since it is conceivable that the methods com- 
monly pursued may be altogether right,) yet would af- 
ford a presumption that there was not much to be learrA 
from it. 

On the other hand, the more deep-rooted and gene- 
rally prevalent any error may be, the less favourably, at 
first, will its refutation (though proportionably the more 
important) be for the most part received. 

With respect to what are commonly called RhetoricaJ 
Artifices^— contrivances for «* making the worse appea/ 
the better reason," — ^it «ciald have savoured of pedan- 
tic morality to give solemn admonitions against employ- 
ing them, or to enter a formal disclaimer of dishonest 
intention ; since, after all, the generality will, accord- 
ing to their respective characters, make what use of a 
book they think fit, without waiting for the author's 
permission But what I have endeavoured to do, is 
dearly to set forth, as far as I could, (as Bacon does in 
his Essay on Cunning,) these sophistical tricks of the 
Art C and as far as I may have succeeded in this, I shaU 
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A n AiAA outline of the principal part of the following 
work was sketched out several y&irs ago for the private 
vse of some young friends ; and from that MS. chiefly, 
the Article «« Rhetoric," in the Encyclopaedia Metropo- 
litana was afterwards drawn up. I was induced to W- 
lieve that it might be more useful if published in a se« 
parate form ; and I have accordingly, with the assistance 
of some.fiiemds, revised th^ treatise, and made a few 
additions and other alterations which suggested them- 
selves ; besides dividing it in a manner more convenient 
for reference. 

The title of « Rhetoric," 1 have thought it best on 
the whole to retain, being that by which the Article in 
the Encyclopaedia is designated; as I should be unwill* 
ing to lay myself open to the suspicion of wishing to 
pass off as new, on the strei^di of a new name, what 
had been already before the public. But the title is in 
some respects open to objection. Besides that it is 
rather the more commonly employed in reference to 
public speaking alone, it is also apt to suggest to many 
minds an associated idea of empty declamation, or of 
dishonest artifice. 

The subject indeed stands perhaps but a few degrees 
above Logic in popular estimation ; the one being gen- 
erallv regarded b^r the vulgar as the art of be\vildering 
the Wned by frivolous subtleties ; fhe other, that c3 
deluding the multitude by specious falsehood. And H 
a treatise on composition be itself more favourably re- 
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ceived fhan the work of a Logician, the author of it 
most yet labour under still greater disadvantages. Ho 
may he thought to challenge criticism ; and liis own 
penormances may be condemned by a reference to his 
own precepts ; or, on the other hand, his precepts may 
be nndenralued, through his own failures in their appb- 
cation. Should this ^e place in the present instance, 
1 have only to urge, with Horace in his Art of Poetry, 
that a whetstone, though itself incapable of cutting, is 
jet useful in sharpening steel. No system of instruc- 
tion will completely equalize natural powers ; and yet 
it may be of service towards their improvement A 
youthful Achilles may acquire skill in hurling the jave- 
un under the instruction of a Chiron, though the mas- 
ter may not be able to compete with the pupil in vigour 
of aim. 

As for any display of florid eloquence and oratorical 
omameaty my deficiency in whica is likely to be re- 
marked, it may be sufficient to observe, that if 1 had in- 
tended to practise any arts of this kind, I should have 
beea the less likely to treat of them. To develope and 
explam the principles of any kind of trick, .would be a 
most unwise procedure in any one who purposes to em- 
ploy it ; though perfectly consistent for one whose ob- 
ject is to put others on their guard against it The 
juggler is the last person that would let the spectators 
mto his own secret 

It may perhaps be hardly necessary to observe, that 
the following pages are designed principally for the in- 
struction of unpractised writers. Of such as have long 
been in the habit of writing or speaking, those whose 

Procedure has been conformable to the rules I have laid 
own, will of course have anticipated most of my ob- 
servations; and those again who have proceeded on 
opposite principles, will be more likely to pass censures, 
as it were in self-defence, than laboriously to unlearn 
what they have perhaps laboriously acquired, and to 
set out afresh on a new system But I am encouraged, 
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partly hy the result of experiments, to entertain a hope 
that the present system may prove useful to such as 
have their method of composition, and their style of 
writing and of delivery to acquire. And an author 
ought to be content if a work be found in some instan- 
ces not unprofitable, which cannot, from its nature, be 
expected to i«ss completely uncensured. 

Whoever indeed, in treatinff of any subject, recom- 
mends (whether on good or bad grounds) a departure 
from established practice, must expect to encounter op- 
position. This opposition does not indeed imply that 
nis precepts are right; but neither does ii prove them 
wrong ; it only implies that they are new ; since few 
will readily acknowledge the plans on which they have 
long been proceeding, to be mistaken. It a treatise 
therefore qr the present subject were received with im- 
mediate, universal, and unqualified approbation, this cir- 
cumstance, thoug:h it would not indeed prove it to be 
erroneou5,(since it is conceivable that the methods com- 
monly pursued may be altogether right,) yet would af- 
ford a presumption that there was not much to be learrA 
from it 

On the other hand, the more deep-rooted and gene- 
rally prevalent any error may be, the less favourably, at 
first, will its refutation (though proportionably the more 
important) be for the most p^ received. 

With respect to what are commonly called RhetoricaJ 
Artifices^— contrivances for " making the worse appear 
the better reason," — ^it 7? ciuld have savoured of pedan- 
tic morality to give solemn admonitions a^nst employ- 
ing them, or to enter a formal disclaimer of dishonest 
intention ; since, after all, the generality will, accord- 
ing to their respective characters, make what use of a 
book they think fit, without waiting for the author's 
permission But what I have endeavoured to do, is 
Uearly to set forth, as far as I could, (as Bacon does in 
his Essay on Cunning,) these sophistical tricks of the 
Art ;^ and as far as I may have succeeded in this, I shaU 
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baye been providing the only effectual check to the em- 
ployment ot them. The adulterators of food or of drugs, 
and the coiners of base money, keep their processes a 
secret, and dread no one so much as him who detects, 
describes, and proclaims their contrivances, and thus 
puts men on their guard; for "every one that doeth 
evil hateth the light, neither cometh to the light, lest 
his deeds should be made manifest." 

To the prevailing association of the term " Rhetoric,*' 
with the idea of mese delusive contrivances, may be 
traced the opinion (which I believe is also common) 
that the power of eloquence is lost on those who them- 
selves possess it ; or at least that a critical knowledge 
of the art of Composition fortifies any one, in propor- 
tion to his^roficiency, against bein^ affected by the per 
suasive powers of another. This is undoubtedly true, 
as far as sophistical skill is concerned. The better ac- 
quainted ofie is with any kind of rhetorical trick, the 
less liable he is to be misled by it The artifices, strict- 
ly 80 called, of the orator, are, 

— — i like tricks hj sleight of hand, 

which to admire one should not undeictand : 

and he who has himself been behind the scenes of a 
puppet-show, and pulled the strings by which the 
figures are moved, is not likely to be much affected by 
their performance. This is indeed one ^reat recommen- 
dation of the study of Hhetoric, that it furnishes the 
most e&ctual antidote against deception of this kind. 
But it is by no means true that acquaintance with an 
art — ^in the nobler sense of the word — ^not as consisting 
in juggling tricks — tends to diminish our sensibility to 
the most excellent productions of art The greatest 
proficients in music are usually the most enthusiastic 
admirers of good music : the best painters and poets, 
and such as are best versed in the principles of those 
arts, are in general (when rivalry is out of the question) 
the most powerfully affected by paintings and by poetry, 
of superior excellence. And none I believe ^e more 
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4^n to the impiession of sound, honest, manly elo- 
quence, than those who display it in their own compo- 
sitions, and are capable of analysing critically the mode 
in which its effects are produced. 

I may add, that I have in one place (Part 11. ch. 1. § 
2.) pointed out an important part of the legitimate art of 
the orator, in respect of the minds of his hearers, as co- 
inciding exactly with the practice of a wise and good 
man in respect of his own mind. 

A few passages wiU be found in the following pages 
which presuppose some acquaintance with Logic ; but 
the greatest part, will, I trust, be intelligible to those 
who nave not this knowledge. At the same time, it is 
implied by what 1 have said of that science, and indeed 
by the yery circumstance of my kaving written on it, 
that I cannot but consider him as undertaking a task of 
unnecessary difficulty, who endeavours, without study- 
ing Logic, to become a thoroughly good argumentatiTe 
writer. 

it should be observed, however, that a considerable 
portion of what is by many writers reckoned as a part 
of JliOgic, has been treated of by me not under that head, 
but in Part L of the present work. 

It may be thought that some apology is necessary for 
the frequent reference made to the treatise just mention- 
ed, and, occasionally, to some other works of my own. 
It appeared to me, however, that either of the other two 
alternatives would have been more objectionable ; viz. 
either to omit entirely much that was needful for the 
elucidation of the subject in hand; or, to repeat, in the 
same or in other words, what had been already pub- 
lished. 

Perhaps some apology may also be thought necessary 
for the various ilmstrations, selected from several au» 
thors, orframed for the occasion, which occur both io 
the j)resent treatise, and in that on Logic ; andin which* 
opinions on various subjects are incidentally conveyed ; 
in all of which, it cannot be expected that everyone oi 
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my readers will concur. And some may accordingij 
be disposed to complain that they cannot put thes^ 
works into the hands of any young perso& under their 
care, withput a risk of his imbibing notions which they 
think erroneous. This objection, I have reason to be* 
lieve, has been especially felt, though not always ex- 
plici^y stated, by the most decidedly antichristian wri- 
ters of the present day. But it should he remembered, 
that Logic and Rhetoric having no proper subject-mat- 
ter of their own, it was necessary to resort to other de- 
partments of knowledge for exemplifications of the ^rin 
dples laid down ; audit would haveheen impossible^ 
without confining myself to the most insipid truisms, to 
aroid completely all topics on which there exists any 
difference of opinion, if, in the course of either work, 
[ have advocated any erroneous tenet, the obvious re- 
medy is, to refute it I am utterly unconscious of hav- 
ing m any instance resorted to the employment of fal- 
lacy, or substituted declamation for argument ; but ii 
any such faults exist, it is easy to expose them. Nor 
is It necessary that when any book is put into the hands 
of a youn^ student, he should understand that he is to 
adopt imphcitly every doctrine contained in it, or should 
not DC cautioned against any erroneous principles which 
i{ may inculcate: otherwise indeed, it would be impos 
sible to give young men what is called a classical edu- 
cation, without making them Pagans. 

Hiat I have avowed an assent to the evidences of 
Christianity, {that, I believe, is the point on which the 
^eatest soreness is felt,) and that this does incidentally 
imply some censure of those who reject it, is not to he 
denied. But they again are at liberty — and they are not 
backward in using their liberty---to repel the censure, 
by refuting, if they can, those evidences. And as lone 
as they confine themselves to calm ar^mentation, and 
abstain from insult, libellous personality, and falsifica- 
tion of facts, I earnestly hope no force will ever be em- 
ployed to silence them, except force of argument. I am 
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Bot one of those jealous loveis of freedom who wouU 
lEun keep it all to themselves ; nor do I dread ultimata 
dmger to the cause of truth from fair discussion.* 

It may be objected by some» tl^t in the forc^ing 
words 1 naye put forth a challenge which cannot be ac- 
cepted f inasmuch as it has been declared by tiie highest 
legal authorities, that '* Christianity is part of the Law 
of the Land;'* and consequently any one who impugns 
it, is liable to prosecution, what is the precise mean- 
ing of the above legal maxim, I do not profess to detar 
mine; having never met with any one who could ex- 
plain it tome: but evidently the mere circumstance* 
that we have a *' Reli^on by Law established," does 
not, of itself, imply the illegality of arguing against that 
Religion The regulations of trade and oi navigation* 
for instance, are* unquestionably part of the law of the 
land ; but the question of their expediency is freely dis* 
cussed, and irequend^r in no very m«asured langua^ 
nor did I ever hear of any one's being menaced with 
prosecution for censuring them. 

I presume not however to decide what steps might, 
legstllj, be taken ; I am looking only to facts and pro- 
babilities ; and I feel a confident trust, as well as hope* 
(and that, founded on experience of the past,) that no 
legal penalties will, in fact* be incurred by temperate* 
decent, argumentative maintainers even of the most er- 
roneous opinions. 

I have only to add my acknowledgments to those 
£riends for whose kind and judicious suggestions I 
am so much indebted: and to assure tnem, that 
whatever may be the public reception of the work* 
I shsdl never cease to feel flattered and obliged b> 
the diligent attention they have bestowed on it 

* See Speech on Jews* Uelief Bill, end Bemarkt appended t* V 
tol ofTztcCs, ao.pp.419.-440. 
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INTRODUCTION. 



§ 1. Of Rhetoric various definitions, have various de- 
been given hy different writers; who, how-finitiona of 
ever, seem not so much to have disagreed Rhetoric, 
in their conceptions of the nature of the same thing, 
as to have had different things in view while they em- 
ployed the same tesn. Not only the word Rhetoric it- 
self, hut also those used in defining it, have heen taken 
in various senses ; as may he ohserved with respect to 
the word "Art" in Cic. de Orat. where a discussion 
is introduced as to the appUcahility of that tenn to Rhe- 
toric; manifeatiy turning on the different senses in which 
<< Art " may he understood. 

To enter into an examination of all the definitions 
that have heen given, would lead to much uninteresting 
and uninstructive verhal controversy. It is suficient 
to put the reader on his guard against the common er- 
ror of supposing that a geni^ term has some real ob- 
ject, properly corresponding to it, independent of our 
conceptions;— that, consequently, some one definition 
in every case is to be found which will comprehend 
every thinsr that is rightly deagnated by that term ; — 
and that aU others must be erroneous : whereas, in fact, 
it will often happen, as in the present instance, that 
both the wider, and the more restricted sense of a term, 
will be alike sanctioned by use, (the only competent 
authority,) and that the consequence will be a corres- 
ponding variation in the definitions employed ; none of 
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which perhaps maybe fairly chai^eable with-- error, 
though none can be framed that will apply to every ac- 
-ceptation-of the term. 

It is evident that in its primary sgnification. Rhetoric 
had reference to public speaking alone, as its etymxAogy 
implies: but as most of the rules for speaking are of 
course applicable equally to writing, an extension of 
tne term naturally took place ; and we find even Aris* 
totle, the earliest systematic writer on the subject whose 
works have come down to us, including in his treatise, 
rules for such compositions as were not intended to be 
publicly recited.* And even as far as relates to speeches, 
properly so called, he takes, in the same treatise, at (me 
time, a wider, and at another, a more restricted viewoi 
the subject ; including under the term Rhetoric, in the 
opening of his work, nothing beyond the finding of to- 
pics of persuasion, as far as regsu^ the matter oi what 
IS spoken ; and afterwards embracing the consideration 
of style, arrangement, and delivery. 

The invention of printing,! by extending the sphere 
of operation of the writer, has of course contributed to 
the extension of those terms which, in their primary 
sigpifieation, had reference to speaking alone. Many 
objects are now accomplished through the medium c^f 
the press, which formerly came under the exclusive 
province of the orator ; and the qualifications requisite 
for success are so much the same in both cases, that we 
apply the term " eloquent/* as readily to a writer as to 
a speaker; though etymologicallv considered, it could 
only belong to the latter. Indeed " eloquence,'* is of 
ten attributed even to such compositions — tf,g. Histori 
cal works — as have in view an object entirely different 
from any that could be proposed by an orator ; becauM 

* Aristotle's Rhetoric, book iii. 

t Or rather of caj}er; for the inrention of printing is too obvioiMl 
not to have speedily followed, in a literary nation, the introduction 
•f a paper sufficiently cheap to make the art available. Indeed ^ 
leals of the ancients seem to have been a kind of stamps, witk 
whicll they in fact printed their names. 
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some'part of the rules to be observed in oratory, or rtiles 
analogous to tiiese, are applicable to such compositions* 
Coi^rmably to this ^Kew therefore some writers havQ 
spoken of Khetoric as the art of composition, unirer- 
e»Uy ; m, with the exclusion of poetry alone, as eml»ac- 
ing all prose-composition*^ 

A still wider extension of the prorince of Rhetorie 
had been contended for by some of the andent writers; 
who, thinking it necessary to include* as belonging to 
the sfft, every thing that could conduce ta the attain- 
ment of the object proposed, introduced into tileir sys- 
tems. Treatises on Law, Morals, Politics, &c., on the 
ground that a knowledge of these subjects was requisite 
to enable a man to sp^ik well on them ; and even in- 
sisted on Virtue* as an essential qualification of a per- 
lect orator : because a food character, which can in no 
way i»e so flturaiy established as by deserving it, has 
great wwght with the audience. 

These notions are combated by Aristotle ; j^jiau>n^g 
who attributes them either to the ill-cultivat- c«mnre oi 
ed understanding (aTrasdevaia) of those who JjJP'®^*' 
maintained them, or to their arrogant and pre- ^"' 
tending disposition, i&^oveta;) i. e, a desire to extol 
and magnify the art they professed. In the present day, 
the extravagance of such doctrines is so apparent to 
most readers, that it would not be worth whDe to take 
much pains in refuting them. It is worthy of remark, 
however, that the very same erroneous view is, even 
now, often taken of Lo^c ;t which has been consider- 
ed by some as t kind of system of universal knowledge, 
on the ground that argument may be emplo;fed on idl 
subjects, and that no one can argue well on a subject 
which he does not understand ; and which has been 
complained of by others for not suppl3ring any such 
universal instruction as its unskilful advocates have 
placed within its province ; such as in fact no one ait 
ar system can possibly afiord. 
« 8m qninetiliai^ t fitementi of Logic, IntrodaotlMik. 
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The error is precisely the same in respect of BJietonc 
and of Logic ; both being instrumental arts ; and, as 
such appLicabie to various kind of sul^ct- matter, which 
do not properly come under ihsm. 

So judicious an author as Quinctilian would not have 
failed to perceive, had he not been carried away by an 
inordinate veneration for his own art, thatas the pos- 
session of building materials is no part of the art €^ 
architecture, thoueh it is impossible to build without 
materisds, so, the knowledge of the subjects on which 
the orator is to speak, constitutes no part of the art of 
Rhetoric, though it be essential' to its successful employ- 
ment ; and tibat though virtue, and the good leputation 
it procures, add materially to the speaker's influence, 
they are no more to be, for that reason, considered as 
belonging to the. orator, as suchi, than wealth, rank, or 
a good person, which manifestly have a tendency to 
produce the same effect. 

Extremes In the f^resent day, however, the province 
in the limi- of Khetoric, in the widest acceptation that 
^^^^ would be reckoned admissible, comprehends 
theprovince aU " composition in prose f in the narrowest 
of Rhetoric gense, it would be limit^ to "persuasive 
speaking." 

I propose in the present work to adopt a middle 
oi^ectof <^ui^ between these two e^ctreme points; 
the i^Teseat and to treat of " argumentative composition," 
treatise. g$n€raUy,9nd€xdusively ; considering Ilhe*» 
tone (in conformity with the veiy just and philosophi- 
cal view of Aristotle) as an ofl-shoot from Logfc. 

I remarked in treating of that science, that reasoning 
may be considered as applicable to two purposes, which 
I ventured to designate respectively by the terms " In- 
ferring," and "proving;" i.e, iheascertadnment oi the 
truth oy investigation, and the establishment of it to the 
satisfaction of amAhef ; and I there remarked, that Bar 
con, in his Organon, has. laid down rules for the con- 
duct of the former of these processes, and that the lattei 
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beIong»' to the province of Hhetorlc: and it phiioioiihy 
was s^ded, that to infer is to he regarded as and iui«tb» 
the proper office of the philosopher, or the rfccompaiw 
judge ; — ^to prove^ of the advocate. It is not * 
however to he understood that j^ilosophical works are 
to he excluded from the class to which Rhetorical rules 
are apphcahle ; for the philosopher who undertakes, hy 
writing or speaking, to convey his notions to others, 
assumes, for the time heing, the character of advocate 
of the doctrines he maintains. The process of investi" 
gation must he supposed completed, and certain conclu- 
sions arrived at oy that process, be/ore he hegins to 
impart his ideas to others in a treatise or lecture ; the 
object of which must of course be to prove the justness 
of those conclusions. And in doing this, he will not 
always find it expedient to adhere to the same course of 
reasoning by which his own discoveries were originaUy 
made ; other arguinents may occur to him afterwards, 
more clear, or more concise, or better adapted to thie 
understanding of those he addresses. In explaining 
therefore, and establishing the truth, he may often have 
occasion for rules of a different kind from those employ- 
ed in its discovery. Accordingly, when I remarked m 
the work above alluded to, that it is a common fault, 
for those engaged in Philosophical and Theological in- 
auiries, to forget their own peculiar office, and assume 
tnat of the advocate, improperly, this caution is to be 
iinderstpod as applicable to Uie process oi forming tkeif- 
mm opinions ^ not, as excluding them from advocating 
by all fair arguments, the conclusions at which they 
have arrived by candid investigation. But if this can- 
did investigation do not take place in the first instance, 
no pains tnat they may bestow in searching for ar||pi« 
meats, will have any tendency to insure their attam- 
ment of truth. If a man h^ins (as is too plainly a 
frequent mode of proceeding) by hastily adopting, oi 
strongly leanine to, some opinion which suits his incli 
nation, or which is sanctioned by some authority tha 
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he blindly venerates, and then studies with the utmost 
diligence, not as an investi^tor of truth, but as an ad- 
vocate labouring to prove his point, his talents and his 
researches, whatever effect they may produce in making 
converts to his notions, will avail nothing in enlighten- 
ing his own judgment, and securing him from error. 

Composition however, of the argumentative kind, may 
be considered (as has been above stated) as comine un 
der the province of Rhetoric And this view of the 
subject is the less open to objection, inasmuch as it is 
not likely to lead to discussions that can be deemed su- 
perfluous, even by those who may choose to consider 
Rhetoric in the most restricted sense, as relating only to 
** persuasive speaking," since it is evident that Argu- 
ment must be, in most cases at least, the basis of per- 
suasion. 

Plan of I propose then to treat, first and principally, 
the present of the Discovery of Arguments, and of their 
*^^®**"®' arrangement; secondly, to lay down some 
rules^especting the excitement and management of what 
are commonly called the passions, (induding every kind 
of feeling, sentiment, or emotion,) with a view to the 
attainment of any object proposed — ^principally, persua- 
sion, in the strict sense, t. e. the influencing of the will ; 
thirdly, to offer some remarks on style ; and, fourthly, 
to treat of elocution. 

Historjr of § 2. It may be expected that, before I pro- 
Bhetoric. ceed to treat of the art ir question, I should 

E resent the reader with a sketch of its history. Little 
owever is required to be said on this head, because the 
present is not one of those branches of study in which 
we can trace with interest a progressive improvement 
from age to age. It is one, on the contrary, to which 
more attention appears to have been paid,£md in which 
greater proficiency is supposed to have been made, in 
die earliest days of Science and Literature, than at any 
subsequent period* Among the ancients, 
Aristotte. Aristotle, the earliest whose works are extant. 
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may safely be pronounced to be also the best of the eyth 
lematic writers on lU^etoric. Cicero is hard- cicero. 
ly to be reckoned among the number ; for he* 
ielighted so much more in the practice than in the the- 
f>Ty of his art, that he is perpetually drawn off from the 
rigid philosophical analysis of its principles* into di» 
cursive declamationsi always eloquent indeed, and often 
highly interesting, but adverse to regularity of system, 
and frequently as unsatisfactory to the practical student 
as to the philosopher. He abounds indeed with excel- 
lent practical remarks, though the best of them are scat- 
tered up and down his works with much irregularity ; 
but his precepts, though of great weight, as bein^ the 
result of experience, are not often traced up by him to 
first principles ; and we are frequently left to guess, not 
only on what basis his rules axe ^rounded, but in what 
cases they are applicable. Of this latter defect a remark- 
able instance wiU be hereafter tited.* 

Quinctilian is indeed a systematic writer ; QuinctiUan. 
but cannot be considered as having much ex- 
tended the philosophical views of his predecessors in 
thia department He possessed mnch good sense, but 
this was tinctured with pedantry ; with that &^oveta, 
as Aristotle calls it, which extends to an extravagant 
degree the province of the art which he professes. A 
great part of his work indeed is a Treatise on Education, 
generally; in the conduct of which he was no mean 
proficient; for such was the importance attached to 
public speaking, even long after the downfall of the 
Republic had cut off the orator from the hopes of attain- 
in?, through the means of this qualification, the highest 
political importance, that hewho was nominally a pro- 
fessor of Khetoric, had in fact the most important 
branches of instruction intrusted to his care. 

Many valuable maxims however are to be found in 
this author; but he wanted the profundity of thonghl 
imd power of analysis which Aristotle possessed 
• See Tvei I. ch. 8. § v. 
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The writers on Kheteric among the andeatB whode 
works are lost, seem to have beei\^numerous ; but most 
of them appear to have confined themselves to a veir 
narrow view of the subject ; and to have been occupied, 
as Aristotle complains, with the minor details of style 
and arrangement, and with the sophistical tricks and 
petty artifices of tiie pleader, instead of givine a master- 
ly and comprehensive sketch of the essentials. 

Amons the moderns, few writers of ability have turn- 
ed their thoughts to the subject ; and but little has been 
added, either in respect of matter, or of system, to what 
the ancients have left us. Bacon's " Anti- 

acon, theta" howevei^-rthe rhetorical common- 
places — ^are a wonderful specimen of acuteness oi 
thought and pointed conciseness of expression. J have 
accordingly placed a selection of them in the Ap 
pendix.* 

CampbelL ^^ ^^^^ ^^^ unjust in this place to leave 
unnoticed Dr. Campbell's Philosophy of Rhe- 
toric : a work which does not enjoy indeed so high a 
degree of popular f^our as Dr. Blaiir's, but is incom- 
parably superior to n, not only in deijth of thought, and 
ingenious original research, but also in practical utility 
to the student The title of Dr. Campbell's work bas 
perhaps deterred many readers, who have concluded it 
to be more abstruse andless popular in its character than 
it really is. Amidst much however that is readily un- 
derstood by an}' moderately intelligent reader, there is 
mudi also that calls for some exertion of thought, which 
the indolence of most readers refuses to bestow. And 
it must be owned that he also in some instances per- 
plexes his readers by being perplexed himself, and be- 
wildered in the discussion of questions through which 
he does not clearly see his way. His great defect, which 
not only leads him into occasional errors, but leaves 
many of his best ideas but imperfectly developed, is his 
ignorance and utter misconception of the nature and ob* 
* See Appendix, r A. I 
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>ect of Logic ; on which some remarks are made in m]f 
Treatise on that Science. Rhetoric being in tnitii an 
off-shoot of Logic, that Rhetorician must iabonr under 
great disadvantages who is not only ill-acquainted with 
that system) but also utterly unconscious of his defi- 
ciency. 

4 3. From a general view of the history of Rhetoric, 
two (][uestions naturally suggest themselves, which, on 
exammation wiU be found very closely connected to* 
gether : firsts what is the cause of the careful and ex- 
tensive cultivation, among the ancients, of an art which 
the modems have comparatively neglected ; and second- 
ly, whether the former or the latter are to be regarded 
as the wiser in this respect; in other words, whether 
Rhetoric be worth any diligent cultivation. 

With regard to the first of these questions, ^^ 
the answer generally given is, that the nature cultivation 
of the Government in the ancient democrati- of Bhetorio 
cal States caused a demand for public speak- Jj^^^f *" 
ers, and for such speakers as should be able 
to gain influence not only with educated persons in dis 
passionate deliberation, out with a promiscuous multi- 
tade ; and accordingly it is remarked that the extinction 
of liberty brought with it, or at least brought after it, 
the decline of eloquence ; as is justly remarked (though 
in a courtly form) by the author of the dialogue on ora- 
tory, which passes under the name of Tacitus : " What 
need is there of long discourses in the Senate, when the 
best of its members speedily come to an agreement? or 
of numerous harangues to the people, when deKbera- 
lions on public afl&irs are conducted, not by a multitude 
of unskiUed persons, but by a single individual, and 
that the wisest ?"• 

This account of the matter is undoubtedly correct as 
far as it goes ; but the importance of public speaking is 

* " Qnid enim opus est longis in Senatu senteqtiis, cum optiml 
cJto oonsentiant? quid, multiii apnd popnlnm coneionibus, com d« 
Bopublica non impenti et molti dcliborcntt ted aopientissimaa. el 
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80 freat in our own, and all other countries that are not 
under a despotic eovernment, that the apparent neglect 
of the study of Rhetoric seems to require some further 
explanation. Part of this explanation may be supplied 
by the consideration that the difference in this respect 
between the ancients and ourselves is not so great in 
reality as in appearance. When the only way of ad- 
dressing the public was by orations, and 
cients h^ when sQl politcal measures were debated in 
en rather popular assemblies, the characters of orator 
ttan read- author, and politician, almost entirely coinci- 
ded ; he who would communicate his ideas to 
the world, or would gain political power, and carry his 
legislative schemes into enect, was necessarily a spea- 
ker; since, as Pericles is made to remark by Thucy- 
dides, " one who forms a judgment on any point, but 
cannot explain himself clearly to the people, might as 
well have never thought at adl on the subject"* The 
consequence was, that almost all who sought, and all 
who professed to give, instruction, in the principles of 
government, and the conduct of judicial proceedings, 
combined these, in their minds said in their practice, 
with the study of Rhetoric, which was necessary to 
give effect to all such attainments; and in time the 
rhetorical writers (of whom Aristotle makes that com- 
plaint) came to consider the science of Legislation and 
of Politics in general, as a part of their own art 

Much, therefore, of what was formerly studied under 
the name of Rhetoric, is still, under other names, as 
generally and as diligently studied as ever. 

It cannot be denied however that a CTeat difference* 
though less, as I have said, than might at first sight 
appear, does Qxist between the ancients and the moderns 
in this point ; — that what is strictly and properly called 
Rhetoric, is much less studied, at least less systematically 
studied, now, than formerly. Perhaps this also may be 
*Q some measure accounted for from the circumstancet . 
* Thacydldes« book iL Soe the motto. 
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which, have been just noticed. Such is the distnuA 
excited by any suspicion of rhetorical arti- 
fice, that every speaker or writer who is of "rhSori- 
anxious to carry his point, endeavours to cai studies^ 
disown or to keep out of sight any superi- SSdSLi!^** 
ority of skill; and wishes to be considered 
as relying rather on the strength of his cause, and the 
Boun^ess of his views, than on his ingenuity and ex- 
pertness as an advocate. Hence it is, that even those 
who have paid the greatest and the most successful at* 
tention to the study of Composition and of Elocution, 
are so far from encouraging others by example or re- 
commendation to engage in the same pursuit, that they 
labour rather to conceal and disavow their own pro- 
ficiency ; and thus, theoretical rules are decried, even 
by ^ose who owe the most to them. Whereas among 
the ancients, the same cause did not, for the reasons 
lately mentioned, operate to the same extent; since, 
however. careful any speaker might be to disown the 
mtifices of Khetoric, properly so called, he would not 
be ashamed to acknowledge himself, generally, a student 
or a proficient, in an Art which was understood to in 
dude the elements of political wisdom. 

§ 4. With regard to the other question pro- utility of 
posed, viz. concerning the utility of Rhetoric, Ri^etoric 
tt is to be observed that it divides itself into two ; first, 
whether oratorical skUl be, on the whole, a j)ubhc 
benefit, or evil ; and secondly, whether any artificial 
system of rules is conducive to the attainment of that 

The former of these questions was eagerly debated 
among the ancients ; on the latter, but little doubt seems 
to have existed. With us, on the contrary, the state 
of these questions seems nearly reversed. It seems 
generally admitted that skill in Composition and in 
Speaking, liable as it evidently is to abuse, is to be con- 
■idered, on the whole, as advantageous to the public; 
because that liability to abuse is, neither in this« noir in 
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any other case» to be considered as conelwTe against 
the utility of any kind of art, faculty, or profession ; — 
because the evil effects of nusdirected power require that 
equal powers should be arrayed on the opposite side ;-^ 
and because truth, having an intrinsic superiority over 
falsehood, maybe expected to prevail when the skill of 
the contending parties is equal ; which wi)l be the more 
likely to take place, the more widely such skill is 
diffused. * But many, perhaps most persons, are inclined 
to the opinion that Eloquence, either in writing or 
speaking, is either a natural gift, or, at least, is to be 
acquiredf by mere practice, and is not to be attained or 
improved by any system of rules. And this opinion is 
favoured not least by those (as has been just observed) 
whose own experience would enable them to decide very 
differentlv ; and it certainly seems to be in a ereat degree 
practically adopted. Most persons, if not left entirely 
to the disposal of chance, in respect of this branch of 
education, are at least left to acquire what they can by 
^actice, such as school or collej;e-exercises afford, 
without much care bein^ taken to initiate them syste- 
matically into the principles of the art; and that, fre- 
quently, not so much from negligence in the conductors 
of education, as from their doubts of the utility of any 
such regular system. 

Erroneous ^* certadnly must be admitted, that rules 
■jBtemBof not considered on broad philosophical prin- 
rules. ciples, are more likely to cramp than to assist 

the operations of our faculties ;~that a pedantic display 
of technical skill is more detrimental in this thzm in any 
other pursuit, since by exciting distrust, it counteracts 

* Aria. Bhet. ch. I — ^He miglit have gone fkirther ; Or it will 
very often happen that, before a popular audience, a greater degree 
ef skill is requisite for maintaining the cause of truth than of false- 
hood. There are cases in which the argunnants which lie moat on 
the surface, and are, to superficial reasoners, the most easily set 
forth in a plausible form, are those on the wrong side. It is often 
diAoult to a writer, and still more, to a g^eaker, to point out and 
eachibit, in their full strength, the delicate distinctions on whiok 
tmth sometimes depends. 
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Ihe very purpose of it; — ^that a system of rules imper- 
fectly comprehended, or not familiarized by practice, 
will (while that continues to be the case) prove rathei 
an impediment than a help ; as indeed will be found in 
all other arts likewise; — and that no system can be ex 
pected to equalize men whose natural powers are dif 
ferent But none of these concessions at all invalidate 
the positions of Aristotle ; that some succeed better thai 
others in explaining their opinions, and bringing ovei 
others to them ; and that, not merely by superiority oi 
natural ^ifts, but by acquired habit; and that conse- 
quently if we can discover the causes of this superior 
success — the means by which the desired end is attain- 
ed by all who do attain it — ^we shall be in possession ol 
rules capable of general application : which is, says he, 
the proper office of an art.* Experience so plainly 
evinces, what indeed we might naturally be led antece- 
dently to conjecture, that a right judgment on any sub- 
ject is not necessarily accompanied by skill in effecting 
conviction — nor the ability to discover truth, by a faci- 
lity in explaining it — that it might be matter of wonder 
how any doubt should ever have existed as to the pos- 
sibility of devising, and the utility of employing, a sys- 
tem of rules for " Af-gumentative Composition," gene- 
rally ; distinct from any system conversant about the 
subject-matter of each composition. 

It is probable that the existing prejudices on this sub- 
ject may be traced in great measure to the imperfect or 
incorrect notions of some writers, who have either con- 
fined their attention to trifling minutiae of style, or at 
least have in some respect faued to take a sufficiently 
comprehensive view of the principles of the art. One 
distinction especially is to be clearly laid down and care- 
fully borne in mind by those who would form a correct 
idea of those principles ; viz. the distinction already 
noticed in the Elements of Logic, between an art, and 
the art. " An Art of Reasoning " would imply, ** a 

• ^Oirtp hri Texvrii epyov-.—'Bhei. bookLch. 1. 
3 
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Method or System of Rules by the observance of wliicb 
one may reason correctly ;" " the Art of Reasoning/* 
would imply a system of rules to which every one £m 
conform (whether knowingly, or not,) who reasons 
correctly : and such is Logic, considered as an art 

A rightly- In like manner «* an Art of Composition ** 
Jonaed sy«. would imply " a System of Rules by which 
not cramp a ?ood Composition may be produced ;" " the 
the natural Art of Composition," — ** such rules, as every 
powers. goQ^ Composition must conform to," whethei 
the author of it had them in his mind or not Of the 
former character appear to have be«i (among others) 
many of the logical and rhetorical systems of Aristotle's 
predecessors in those departments. He himself evident- 
ly takes the other and more philosophical view of both 
branches : as appears (in the case of Rhetoiic) both from 
the plan he ^sets out with, that of investigating the 
causes of the success of all who do succeed in effecting 
conviction, and from several passages occurring in va- 
rious parts of his treatise ; which indicate how sedu- 
lously he was on his guard to conform to that plan. 
Those who have not attended to the important distinc- 
tion just alluded to, are often disposed to feel wonder, 
if not weariness, at his reiterated remarks, that " ail 
men effect persuasion either in this way or in that ;" 
" it is impossible to attain such and such an object in 
any other way f &c. which doubtless were intended to 
remind his readers of the nature of his design ; viz. not 
to teach an Art of Rhetoric, but th^ Art; — not to in- 
8tru6t them merely how conviction might be produced, 
but how it m«sf . 

If this distinction were carefully kept in view by the 
teacher and by the learner of Rhetoric, we should no 
lOnger hear complaints of the natural powers being fet- 
tered by the formalities of a system ; since no such com- 
plaint can lie against a s^rstem whose rules are drawn 
from the invariable practice of all who succeed in at* 
taining their proposed object 



.4 ft.] INTRODUCTION. «y 

No one nrould expect that the study of Sir Joshua 
Reynolds' lectures would cramp the genius of the paint- 
er. No one complains of the rules of Grammar as fet- 
tering language; because it is understood that correct 
use is not founded on Grammar, but Grammar on cor- 
rect use. A just system of Logic or of Khetoric is anstp 
logons, in this respect, to Grammar. 

§ 5. The chief res^n probably for the ExerciBes ia 
existing prejudice against technical systems Compositioa. 
of composition, is to be found in the cramped, meagre, 
and feeble character of most of such essays, &c., as are 
avowedly composed according to the rules of any such 
system. It should be remembered, howeyer, in the first 
nlace, that these are almost inyariably the productions 
of learners ; it being usuad for those who have attained 
proficiency, either to write without thinking of any 
rules, or to be desirous, (as has been said,) and, by their 
increased expertness, able, to conceal their employment 
of art Now it is not fair to judge of the yalue of any 
system of rules, those of a drawing-master for instance, 
from the first awkward sketches of tyros in the art. 

Still less would it be fair to judge of one system, from 
the ill-success of another, whose rules were framed (as 
is the case with those ordinarily laid down for the use 
of students in Composition) on narrow, unphilosophical, 
and erroneous principles.. 

But the circumstance which has mainly gjfl^^lty in 
tended to produce the cojnplaint alluded to, ^tion**"*^©! 
is, that in this case, the reyerse takes place exercises, 
of the plan pursued in the learning of. other arts ; in 
which it is usual to begin, for the sake of practice, with 
what is easiest; here, on the contrary, the tyro han 
usually a harder task assigned him, and one in which 
he is less likely to succeed, than he will meet ^ith in 
the actuad business of life. For it is undeniable that it 
is much the most difficult to find either propositions to 
maintain, or arguments to proye them — to know, in 
short, what to say, or how to say it — on any subject on 
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whicb one has harcHy any information, and no interest ; 
about which he knows little, and cares still less. 

Now the subjects usually proposed for school or col- 
lege-exercises are (to the learners themselves) precisely 
of tiiis description. And hence it commonly happens, 
that an exercisexsomposed with diligent care by a young 
student, though it will have i^ost him far more pains 
than a real letter written by him to his friends, on sub- 
jects that interest him, will be very greatly inferior to 
it On the real occasions of after life, (J mean, w^hen 
the object proposed is, not to fill up a sheet, a book, or 
an hour, but to communicate his thoughts, to convince, 
or persuade) — on these real occasions^ for which such 
exercises were designed to prepare him, he will find that 
he writes both better, and with more facility, than on 
the artificial occasion, as it may be called, of compos- 
ing a declamation ; — that he has been attempting to learn 
the easier, by practising the harder, 
ni effects ^"^ what is worse, it will often happen that 
refluiting such exerdses will have formed a habit of 
^'°\ ^*^^' stringing together empty common-j>laces, and 
*^"^ vapid declamations — of multiplying words 

and spreading out the matter thin — of composing in a 
stiflf, artificial, and frigid manner : and that this habit 
will more or less cling through life to one who has been 
thus trained, and will infect dl his future compositions. 

So strongly, it should seem, was Milton impressed 
with a sense of this danger, that he was led to condemn 
the use altogether of exercises in Composition. In this 
opinion he stands perhaps alone among all writers on 
education. I should perhaps agree with him, if there 
were absolutely no other remedy for the evil in question ; 
for I am inclined to think that this part of education, 
if conducted as it often is, does in general more harm 
than good. But I am convinced, that practice in Com- 
position, both for boys and young men, may be so con- 
ducted as to be productive of many and most essentia) 
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The obvious and the only preventive of seiecUoa 
the evils which 1 have been speaking of is a* of«ubject«« 
most scrapulous care in the selection of such subjects 
for exercises as are likely to be interesting to the stu- 
dent, and on which he has, or may (with pleasure, and 
without much toil) acquire, sufficient information. Such 
subjects will of course vary, according to the learner's 
age and intellectual advancement ; but they had better 
be rather below, than much above him ; fh9.t is, they 
should never be such as to induce him to string together 
vague general expressions, conveying no distinct ideas 
to his own mind, and second-hand sentiments which he 
does not feel. He may freely transplant indeed from 
other writers such thoughts as will take root in the soil 
of his own mind; but he must never be tempted to col- 
lect .dried specimens. He must also be encouraged to 
express himself (in correct language indeed, but) in a 
free, natural, and simple style ; which of course implies 
(considering who and what the writer is supposed to 
be) such a style as, in itself, would be open to severe 
criticism, and certainly very unlit to appear in a book. 

Compositions on such subjects, and in such a style* 
would probably be regarded with a disdainful eye, as 
puerile^ by those accustomed to the opposite mode oi 
teaching. But it should be remembered that tibe com- 
positions of boys must be puerile, in one way or the 
otiier : and to a person of unsophisticated and sound 
taste, the truly contemptible kind of puerility would be 
found in the other kind of exercises. Look at the letter 
of an intelligent youth to one of his companions, com- 
municating intelligence of such petty matters as are in- 
teresting to both---describing the scenes he has visited, 
and the recreations he has enjoyed, during a vacation ; 
and you wiU see a picture of the youth himself — boyish 
indeed in looks and in stature — in dress and demeanour . 
but lively, unfettered, natural, giving a fair promise foi 
manhood; and, in short, what a boy should be. Look 
at a theme composed by the same youth, on " Virtue 
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est medium vitiorum," or "Natura beatis omnibus esfec 
dedit," and you will see a picture, of the same boy, 
dressed up in the garb, and absurdly aping the demean- 
Ofur of an elderly man. Our ancestors (and stiD more 
recently, I believe, the continental nations) were guilty 
of the absurdity of dressing up children in wigs, swords, 
huge buckles, hoops, rumes, and all the elaborate full- 
dressed finery of grown up people of that day.* ft is 
surely reasonable that the analogous absurdity in 
greater matters also — ^among the rest in that part of 
education I am speaking of — should be laid aside ; and 
that we should in all points consider what is appropriate 
to each different period of life. 

Classes of The subjects for composition to be se- 
subjects for lected on the principle I am recommending, 
exercises. ^^ generally fall under one of three classes : 
first, subjects drawn from the studies the learner is en- 
^a^ed in; relating, for instance, to the characters or 
mcidents of any history he may be reading ; and, some- 
times, perhaps, leading him to forestall by conjecture, 
something which he will hereafter come to, in the book 
itself : secondly, subjects drawn from any conversation 
he may have listened to {with interest) from his seniors, 
whether addressed to himself, or between each other: 
or, thirdly, relating to the amusements, familiar occur- 
rences, and every-day transactions, which are likely to 
have formed the topics of easy conversation among hi" 
familiar friends. The student should not be confix?*** 
too exclusively to any one of these three classes of su>u 
jects. They should be intermingled in as much variety 
as possible. And the teacher snould frequently recall 
to nis own mind these two considerations ; first, that 
since the benefit proposed does not consist in the intrinsic 
value of the composition, but in the exercise to the 
pupil's mind, it matters not how insignificant the sub- 
ject may be, if it will but interest him, and thereby 
afford hiro such exercise ; secondly, that the yonngel 
* See " Saiulfoid and Mer*x>n," passim 
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and backwarder each student is, the more unfit he will 
be for abstract speculations : and the less remote must 
be the subjects proposed fr m those individual objects 
and occurrences which a' ivays form the first beginnings 
of the furniture of the youthful mind.* 

If the system which I have been recommending be 
pursued, with the addition of sedulous care in correc- 
tion — encouragement from the teacher — and inculcation 
of such genenu rules as each occasion calls for ; then, 
and not otherwise^ Exercises in Composition wDl be oi 
the most important and lasting advantage ; not only in 
respect of the object immediately proposed, but in pro- 
ducing clearness of thought, and in giving play to all 
the faculties. And if this branch of education be thus 
coit^ucted, then, and not otherunse, the greater part of 
the present treatise will, it is hoped, be found, not much 
less adapted to the. use of those who are writing for 
practice-sake, than of those engaged in meeting the oc- 
casions of real life. 

§ 6. One kind of exercise there is — ^thatof Debating- 
Debating-Societies — ^which ought not per- Societies, 
haps to be passed unnoticed, as different opinions 

Srevail respecting its utility. It is certainly free from 
ie objections wnich lie against the ordinary mode of 
theme-writing ; since the subjects discussed are usually 
such as the speakers feel a real interest in. But to 
yoimg persons I think the exercise generally more 
hurtful than beneficial. When their faculties are in an 
immature state, and their knowledge scanty, crude, and 
imperfectly arranged, if they are prematurely hurried 
into a habit of fiuent elocution, they are likely to retain 
through life a careless facility of pouring forth ill-di- 
gested thoughts in well-turned phrases, and an aversion 
to cautious reflection. For when a man has acquired 
that habit of ready extemporaneous speaking which 
* For some obserrations relative to the learning of Elocution, 
see Part iv. chap. iv. § 3. See also some valuable remarks on th« 
subject of exercises in composition, in Mr Hill's ingenious work 
on Public Education. 
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consists' in thinking extempore, both his indolence and 
self-confidence will indispose him for the toil of carefully 
preparing his matter, and of forming for himself, by 
practice in writing, a precise and truly energetic stales 
and he will have been qualifying himself only for the 
«« lion's part"* in the interlude of Pyiamus and Thisbe. 
On the other hand, a want of readiness of expression, 
in a man of well-disciplined mind, who has attentively 
studied his subject, is a fault much more curable by 
practice, even late in life, than the opposite. 

Although however I am convinced that an early-ac- 
quired habit of empty fluency is adverse to ahian's suc- 
cess as an orator, I will not undertake to say, &at, as 
an orator, his attaining the very highest degree of suc- 
cess will be the more likely, from his possessing the 
most philosophical mind, trained to the most scrupu- 
lous accuracy of investigation. Inestimable in othei 
respects as such an endowment is, and certainly com- 
patible with very great eloquence, I doubt whether the 
highest degree of it is compatible wiUi the highest de- 
gree of general oratorical power. If at least he is to 
be accounted the most perfect orator, who (as Cicero 
lays down) can speak the best and most persuasively 
on any question whatever that may arise, it may fairly 
be doubted whether a first-rate man can be a first-rate 
orator. He may indeed speak admirably in a matter 
he has well considered ; but when any new subject, or 
new point, is started in the course of a debate, though 
he may take a juster view of it at the first glance, on 
the exigency of the moment, than any one else could, 
he will not fail — as a man of more superficial clever- 
ness would — to perceive how impossible it must be to 
do full justice to a subject demanding more reflection 
and inquiry ; nor can he therefore place himself fully on 
a level, in such a case, with one of shallower mind, 

♦ " Snuq.— Have you the Lion's part written ? Pjay you, if it 
be, give it me ; for I am slow of study. 

'* QumcE. — You may do it extempore ; for it is nothing but rtir 
ing.""— Midsummer ifigkV* Dream. 
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who being in all cases, less able to look beneath the 
surface ol things, obtains at the first glance the best 
viewA^ can take of any subject ; and therefore can dis- 
play without any need of artifice, that easy unembar- 
rassed confidence which can never be with equal effect, 
assumed. To speak perfectly well, in short, a man must 
feel thai he has got to the hottom of the subject ; and 
to feel this, on occasions where, from the nature of the 
case, it is impossible he really can have done so, is 
inconsistent with the character of great profundity. 



PART I. 



OF THE INVENTION, ARRANGEMENT, AND INTRO- 
DUCTION OF PROPOSITIONS AND ARGUMENTS. 



Chap. I. — Of Propositums. 

§ 1. It was remarked in the Treatise on inqpiryai. 
Logic, that in the process oi Investigation pro- ter Truth 
perly so called, viz. that by which we endea- JJll^ents 
vour to discover truth, it must of course be un- distinguish 
certain to him who is entering on that process, «^- 
what the conclusion will be to which his researches 
will lea4; but that in the process of conveying truth 
to others by reasoning, {i. e. in what may be termed, 
according to the view 1 have at present taken, the rhe- 
torical process,) the conclusion or conclusions which 
are to be established must be present to the mind of him 
who is conducting the Argument, and whose business 
is to find Proofs of a given proposition. 

It is evident, therefore, that the first step to be taken 
by him, is to Lay down distinctly in his own mind the 
proposition or propositions to be proved. It might in- 
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deed at first sight appear supeiflaoas even to mentioii 
so obvious a rale ; but experience shows that it is by 
noineans uncommon for a young or ill-instmcted wri- 
ter to- content himself with such a vague and indistinct 
view of the point he is to aim at, that the whole train 
of his reasoning is in consequence aflfected with a cor- 
responding perplexity, obscurity, and looseness. It may 
be worth while therefore to give some hints for the con- 
duct of this preliminary process — the choice of propo- 
sitions. Not, of course, that I am supposing the author 
to be in doubt what opinion he shall adopt ; the pro- 
cess of Investigation* (which does not fall within the 
province of Rhetoric) being supposed to be concluded; 
but still there will often be room for deliberation as to 
the form in which an opinion shall be stated, and, when 
several propositions are to be maintained, in what order 
they shall be placed. 

Conviction ^ ^^^^ ^®^ therefore I shall proceed to 
and In propose some rales ; after having premised 
struction. (in order to anticipate some objections or 
doubts which might arise) one remark relative to the ob- 
ject to be effected. This is, of course, what may be 
called in the widest sense of the word. Conviction ; but 
under that term are comprehended, first, what is strictly 
called Instruction; and, secondly. Conviction in the 
narrower sense ; i. e. the CJonviction of those who are 
either of a contrary opinion to the one maintained, or 
who are in doubt whether to admit or deny it. By In- 
straction, on the other hand, is commonly maant the 
conviction of those who have neither formed an opin- 
ion on the subject, nor are deliberatinff whether to adopt 
or reject the proposition in question, but are merely de- 
sirous of ascertaining wliat is the truth in respect of the 
case before them. The former are supposed to have 
before their minds the terms of the proposition main- 
tained, and are called upon to consider ti'/us/^r that par- 
ticular proposition be trae or false ; the latter aie not 
* Logio, book It. chap. 3.§ 3. 
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fiu^osed to know the terms of the conclusion, but to 
be inquiring what proposition is to be received as true. 
The former may be described, in logical language, as 
doubting respecting the Copula; the latter, respecting 
the Predicate* It is evident that the speaker or writer 
io, relatively 10 ihese last, (inough not to himsdf,) con- 
ducting a process of Investigation ; as is plain from 
what nas been said of that subject., in the treatise on 
Logic. 

The distinction between these two objects gives rise 
in some points to corresponding differences in the mode 
of procedure, which will be noticed hereafter ; these 
diflferences however are not sufficient to require that 
Rhetoric should on that account be divided into two dis- 
tinct branches; since, generally speaking, though not 
universally, the same rules will be serviceable for at- 
taining each of these objects. 

§ 2. The first step is, as I have observed, to lay 
down (in the author's mind) the proposition or proposi- 
tions to be maintained, clearly, and in a suitable form. 

He who strictly observes this rule, and who is thus 
brought to view steadily the point he is aiming at, will 
be kept clear, in a great degree, of some common faults 
of young writers ; viz. entering on too wide afield of dis- 
cussion, and introducing many propositions not suffi- 
ciently connected ; an error which destroys the unity of 
the composition. This last error those are 
apt to fall into, who place before themselves d?eV nSt 
a Term instead of s: Proposition ; and ima- imply unity 
gine that because they are treating of one ^J^^^^^ 
thing, they are discussing one question. In 
an ethical work, for instance, one maylbe treating ofvw' 
tue, while discussing all or any one of these questions 5 
" Wherein virtue consists ?" " Whence our notions of 
it arise ?" " Whence it derives its obligation ?" &c. ; 
but if these questions were confusedljr blended together, 
or if all of them were treated of, within a short com- 
pass, the most just remarks and forcible arguments 
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would lose their interest and their utility, in so perpliX« 
ed a composition. 

Nearly akin to this fault is the other just mentioned, 
that of entering on too wide a field for the length of the 
work ; by which means the writer is confined to barren 
and uninteresting generalities: as e. g. general exhor- 
tations to virtue (conveyed, of course, in very general 
terms) in the space of a discourse only of simcient 
length to give a characteristic description of some one 
branch of duty, or of some one particular motive to the 
CopiousnesB practice of it Unpractised composers are 
f ^ ™§h' d^ ^P^ ^ fancy that they shall have the greater 
by™a re- abundance of matter, the wider extent of sub- 
■tricted ject they comprehend ; but experience shows 
view. jjjjj^ ^i^g reverse is the fact : the more gene- 

ral and extensive view will often suggest nothing to the 
mind but vague and trite remarks ; when* upon narrow- 
ing the field of discussion, many inter;^sting questions 
of detail present themselves. Now a writer who is ac- 
customed to state to himself precisely, in the first in- 
stance, the conclusions to which he is tending, will be 
the less likely to content himself with such as consist 
of very general statements ; and will often be led, even 
where an extensive view is at first proposed, to distri- 
bute it into several branches, and, waiving the discus- 
sion of the rest, to limit himself to the full development 
of one or two ; and thus applying, as it were, a micro* 
scope to a small space, will present to the view much 
that a wider survey would not have exhibited. 
Inquiry af- § ^' " "^^^ ^® useful for one who is about 
ter proposi- thus to lay down his propositions, to ask 
tions. himseli these three questions : first, what m 

the fact ? secondly, why* {i. e. from what Cause) is it 
so ? or, in other words, how is it accounted for I and 
thirdly, what consequence results from it ? 

The last two of these questions, though they will not 
in every case suggest such answers as are strictly to be 
* See Logic. Appendix. Article, " Wnr.'* 
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caited the Cause and the Consequence of Ihe ^)rincipa] 
truth to be maintained, may, at least, often furmsh such 
propositions as bear a somewhat similar relation to it. 

It is to be observed, that in recommending the write; 
to begin by laying down in his own mind the proposi 
tions to be maintained, it is not meant to be implied that 
they are always to be stated first ; that will depend upon 
the nature of the case ; and rules will hereafter be given 
on that point. 

It is to be observed also, that by the words " propo- 
sition," or "assertion," throughout this Treatise, is to 
be understood some conclusion to be established/or it- 
%df ; not, with a view to an ulterior conclusion : those 
propositions which are intended to serve as premises^ 
being called, in allowable conformity with popular 
usage, arguments ; it being customary to argue in the 
entnymematic form, and to call, for brevity's sake, the 
expressed premiss of an entbymeme, the argument by 
which the conclusion of it is proved.* 



Chap. II. — Of Arguments. 

§ 1. Trs: finding of suitable arguments proper pro 
to prove a given point, and the skiKul ar- ^ince of 
ran^ement of them, may be considered as ^^^•^o"®* 
the unmediate and proper province of Rhetoric, and of 
that aloncf 

The business of Logic is, as Cicero complains, to 
judge of arguments, not to invent them : (" in inveni- 

* Loffic.booki. §2. 

t Aristotle's division of Persuasivet into *' artificial" and " inar- 
tificial," iivTSxyoi and arexvoc) including under the latter head. 
*' Witnesses, Laws, Contracts,** &c. is strangely unphilosophical. 
The one class, he says, the Orator is to make use of ; the other, to 
devise. But it is evident that, in all cases alike, the dtUa we argue 
from must be sometMns ah-eady Axisting, and which we are not to 
make, but to use ; and that the argumeriU derived from these data 
are the work of art Whether these data are general maxims or 
particular testimony^Laws of Nature, or Laws of the Land- 
makes, in this respect, no diSbrence. 
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endis arguntentis muta nimiuoi est ; in judicandis* ni* 
mium loquax." — Cic. de Orat.) The knowledge, again, 
in each case, of the subject in hand, is essential ; but it 
is evidently borrowed from the science or system con- 
versant about that subject-matter, whether Politics, 
Theology, Law, Ethics, or any other The art of ad- 
dressing the feelings, again, does not belong exclusive- 
ly to Rhetoric; since Poetry has at least as much to do 
with that branch. Nor are the considerations relative to 
Style and Elocution confined to argumentative and per- 
suasive compositions. The art of inventing and ar- 
ranging Arguments is, as has been said, the only pro- 
vince that lUietoric can claim entirely and exclusively. - 
Varioua di- Arguments are divided according to aiever- 
Tisiona of al different principles ; i. e, logicall v speaking, 
arguments, there are several divisions of them. And 
these cross-divisions have proved a source of endless 
perplexity to the logical and rhetorical student, because 
there is perhaps no writer on either subject that heui 
been aware of their character. Hardly any thing per- 
haps has contributed so much to lessen the interest and 
the utility of systems of Rhetoric, as the indistinctness 
^ hence resulting. When in any subject the members of 
a division are not opposed, but are in fact members of 
different divisions, crossing each other, it is manifestly 
impossible to obtain any clear notion of the species treat- 
ed of; nor will any labour or ingenuity bestowed on 
the subject be of the least avail, till the origuial source 
of perplexity is removed; — till, in short, the cross-divi- 
sion is detected and explained. 

Arguments then may be divided. 

First, into Irregular, end Regular, u e Syllogisms ; 
these last into Categorical and Hypothetical ; and the 
Categorical, into Syllogisms ia the first Figure, and in 
the other Figures, &c. &c 

Secondly, They are frequently divided into '* Moral," 
[or «* Probable,"] and "Demonstrative," [or "N^ 
cessary.** 
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Thirdly, into " Direct," and " Indirect ;" (or reductio 
Md absurdum,) — the Deictic, and Elenctic, of Aristotle. 

Fourthly, into Arguments from "Example,** from 
•'Testimony," from "Cause to Effect," from "Analo- 
gy," &c. &c. 

It will be perceived, on attentive examination, that 
several of the different species just mentioned wUl oc- 
casionally contain each other ; 6. g. a Probable Argu- 
ment may be at the same time a Categorical Argument* 
a Direct Argument, and an Argument from Testimony, 
&c ; this being the consequence of . Argiuneiits having 
been divided on several different principles ; a circum- 
stance so obvious the moment it is distinctly stated, that 
I apprehend such of my readers as have not been con- 
versant in these studies will hardly be disposed to be- 
Jieve that it could have been (as is the fact) generally 
overlooked, and that eminent writers should m conse- 
quence have been involved in inextricable confusion. I 
need only remind them however of the anecdote oi Co- 
lumbus breaking the egg. That which is perfectly ob- 
vious to any man of common sense, as soon as it is 
mentioned, may nevertheless fail to occur, even to men 
of considerable ingenuity. 

It wiU also be readily perceived, on exam- Division of 
ining the principles of these several divisions, forms of Ar 
that the last of them alone is properly and &»^enu, 
strictly a division of Arguments as such. The first is 
evidently a division of the forms of stating them; for 
every one would allow that the same arfi;ument may be 
either stated as an enthymeme, or brought into the strict 
syllogistic form ; and that, either categorically or hypo- 
thetically, &c. ; e. g " Whatever has a beginning has 
a cause ; the earth had a beginning, therefore it had a 
cause ; or. If the earth had a beginning, it had a cause : 
it had a beginning," &c. everyone would call the same 
argument, differently stated. This, therefore, evidently 
is not a division of Arguments as stick. 

The second is plaialy a division of arguments ac- 



40 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. [PabtI 

Subject- cording to their subject-matter, whether ne- 
matter of cessaty or probablej certain or uncertain. In 
arguments, mathematics, e. g. every proposition that can 
be stated is either an immutable truth, or an absurdity 
and self-contradiction; while in human afl^rs the 
propositions which we assume are only true for the 
most part, and as general rules ; and in physics, 
though they must be true as lon^ as the laws of nature 
remain undisturbed, the contradiction of them does not 
imply an absurdity ; and the conclusions, of course, in 
each case^have the same deffree and kind of certainty 
with the premises. This, therefore, is properly a di- 
vision, not of Arguments as such, but of the Proposi- 
tions of which they consist. 

Purposeg '^^ *"^ ^ * division of arguments accord- 
of argu- ing to the purpose for which they are em-» 
meots. ployed; according to the intention of the 
reasoner ; whether that be to establish " directly " (or 
" ostensively ") the conclusion drawn, or (" indirectly**) 
by means of an absurd conclusion to disprove one oi 
the premises; (t. e. to prove its contradictory:) since - 
the alternative proposed in every valid argument is, 
either to admit the conclusion, or to deny one of the 
-^premises. Now it may so happen that in some cases, 
one person will choose the former, and another the 
latter, of these alternatives. It is probable, e. g. that 
many have been induced to admit the doctrine of Tran- 
substantiation* from its clear connexion with the infal- 
libility of the Romish Church ; and many others, by 
the Yery same argument, have surrendered their belief 
in that infallibility. Again, Berkeley and Rnid seem 
to have alike admitted that the non-existence of matter 
was a necessary consequence of Locke*s Theory of 
Ideas : but the former was hence led, bond fide, to admit 
and advocate that non-existence ; while the latter was 
led by the very same argument to reject the ideal theory. 
Thus, we see it is possible for the very same argument 
to be direct to one person, and indirect to another ; lead 
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m^ them to difierent results, according as they judge the 
original conclusion, or the contradictory of a premiss, 
to be the more probable.- This, therefore, is not prop- 
erly a division of argumeats as such, but a division of 
the purposes for whidi they are on each occasion em- 
ployed. 

The fourth, which alone is properly a di- Diyigj^^ Q^ 
vision of arguments as such, and accordingly Arguments 
v/ill be principally treated of, is a division " s^ch. 
according to the ** relation of the subject-matter of the 
premises to that of the conclusion." J say, "of the 
subject-matter," because the logical connexiori between 
the premises and conclusion is independent of the mean- 
ing of the terms employed* and may be exhibited with 
letters of the alphabet substituted for the terms; but the 
nation I am now speaking of between the5)remises and 
conclusion, (and the varieties which form the severt 
species of arguments,) is in respect of their subject- 
matter : as <f. g-. an " argiiment from cause to effect " is 
so called and considered, in reference to the relation ex- 
isting between the premiss, which is the cause, and the 
conclusion, which is the effect ; and an " argument from 
example," in like manner, from the relation between a 
known and an unknown instance, both belonging to 
the same class. And it is plain that the present division 
though it ha£f a reference to the subject-matter of the 
premises, is yet not a division of propositions considered 
by themselves, (as in the case with the division into 
"probable" and "demonstrative,") but of arguments 
considered as such ; for when we say, e. g. that the 
premiss is a cause, and the conclusion th& effect, these 
expressions are evidently relative, and have i^io mean 
ing, except in reference to each other ; and 8o also when 
we say that the premiss and the conclusion are two 
parallel cases, that very expression denotes their relation 
to each other. 

In the annexed table I have sketched an outline <h 
the several divisions of arguments here treated of : 
4 
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§ 2 In distributing, then, the several kinds ip^^ e]^gg, 
of Arguments, according to this division, it es of Argu 
will be found convenient to lay down first two "»«°^>- 

freat classes, under one or other of which all can be 
rought ; viz. first, such Arguments as might have been 
employed not as arguments, but to account for the fact 
or principle maintained, supposing its truth granted : 
secondly, such as could not be so employed. The 
former class (to which in this Treatise the name of " a 
priori " Argument will be confined) is manifestly Argu- 
ment from Cattse to Effect ; since to account lor any 
thing, signifies, to assign the Cause of it The other 
class, of course, comprehends all other Arguments; of 
which there are several kinds, which will be mentioned 
hereafter. 

The two sorts of proof which have been just spoken 
of, Aristotle seems to have intended to desi^iate by the 
titles of drt for the latter, and dion for the former; but 
he has not been so clear as could be wished in observ- 
ing the distinction between them. The only decisive 
test by ^hich to distinguish the Arguments which be- 
long to the one and to the other, of these classes, is, to 
ask the question, '* Supposing the proposition in ques- 
tion to be admitted, would this statement here used as 
an Argument, serve to account for and explain the trutji, 
or not ?" It will then be readily referred to the former 
or to the latter class, according as the answer is in the 
affirmative or the negative ; as, 6. s-. if a murder were 
imputed to any one on the grounds of his " having a 
hatred to the deceased, and an interest in his death," me 
Argument would belong to the former class ; because, 
supposing his guilt to be admitted^ and an inquiry to be 
made how he came to commit the murder, the circum- 
stances just mentioned would serve to account for it; 
but not so, with respect to such an Argument as his 
** having blood on his clothes;" which would therefore 
be referred to the other class. 
And here let it be observed, once for all, that when 
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I speak of ai^ng from Cause to £fEect, it is not intend 
ed *o maintain the real and proper efficacy of what are 
called Physical Causes to produce their respectire 
Effects, nor to enter into any discussion of the contro« 
versies which have heen raised on that point ; which 
would be foreign from the present purpose. The word 
« Cause/* therefore, is to be understood as employed in 
the popular sense ; as well as the phrase of '* account- 
ing for " any fact 

Argument ^ ^^^' ^^^> ^ ^7 Cause, popularly 
from cause speaking, has a tendency to produce a certain 
to effect Effect, 60 far its existence is an Argument 
for that of the Effect If the Cause be fully sufficient , 
and no wipedimerUs intervene, the Effect in question 
follows certainly ; and the nearer we approach to this, 
the stronger the Argument 

This is the kind of Argument which produces (when 
short of absolute certain^) that species of the Probable 
Plausibility '^^^^^ ^ Usually called the Plausible. On 
^' this subject Br. Campbell has some valuable 
remarks in his Philosophy of Rhetoric , (book i. § 5, ch. 
viL) though he has been led into a good deaf of per* 
plezity, partly by not having logically analysed ike two 
species of probabilities he is treating of, and partly by 
d|parting, unnecessarily, from the ordinary use of terms, 
in treating of the Plausible as something distinct from 
the Probable, instead of regarding it as a species of Pro- 
bability.* 

This is the chief kind of Probability which poets, or 
other writers of fiction, aim at ; and in such works it is 

* 1 do not mean, howeyer, that every thing to which the tenn 
'plausible" would apply would be in stiict propriety called 
''probable ;» as e. g. if we had fully ascertained some story that 
had been told us to be an imposition, we might still say, it was a 
"plausible" tale; though, subsequent to the detection, the word 
" probable " would not be so ptoperly applied. But certainly 
common usage warrants the use of ** probable " in many cases, 
on the ground of this plausibility alone ; yiz. the adequacy of 
some cause, known, or likely to exist, to produce the effect in 
^^uestion. 
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often designated by the term ** natural."* Writers of 
this class, as they aim not at producing belief, are 
allowed to take their ** Causes" for granted, (i. e. to 
assume any hypothesis they please,) provided they 
make the Effects follow naturally ; representing, that 
is. the personages of the fiction as acting, and the events 
as resulting, in the same manner as might have been 
expected, supposing the assumed circumstances to have 
been real.f And hence the great father of criticism 
establishes his paradoxical maxim, that impossibilities 
which appear probable, are to be preferred to possibili- 
ties which appear improbable. For, as he justly 
ol»serves, the impossibility of the hypothesis, as e. g. 
in Homer, the familiar intercourse of gods with mortals, 
is no bar to the kind of Probability (i. e. Verisimili- 
tude) required, if those mortals are represented as act- 
ing in the manner men naturally would have done un- 
der those circumstances. 

The Probability, then, which the writer of fiction 
aims at, has, for tl^e reason just mentioned, no tendency 
to produce a particular ^ but only a general^ belief ; i. e. 
not that these particular events actually took place, but 
that 8uch are likely, generally, to take place under 
sach circumstances :t this kind of belief (unconscious- 
ly eatertained) being necessary, and all that is necessa- 
ry, to produce that sympathetic feeling which is the 
writer's object. In Argumentative Compositions, how- 
ever, as the object of course is to produce conviction 
as to the particular point in question, the Causes from 

* It is also important for them, though not so essential, to keep 
clear of the improbable air produced by the introduction of events, 
which, though not unnatural, have a great preponderance of chances 
against them. The distinction between these two kinds of faults is 
pointed out in a passage in the Quarterly Review, for which see Ap- 
pendix, [fi.] 

t For some remarks on this point, see the preface to a late (puri' 
fied) edition of the *' Tales of the Genii." 

t On which ground Aristotle contends that the end of Fiction is 
more Philosophical than that of History, since it aims at general, in 
stead of particular. Truth. 
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which onr Aiguments are drawn must be such as are 
either admitted, or may be proved, to be actually 
existing, or likely to exist. 

On the appropriate use of this kind of Argument, 

(which is probably the eUdg of Aristotle, though unfor- 

Employ- tunately he has not furnished any example 

ment of of it,) some Rules will be laid down here- 

tho phrase ^fter ; my object at present having been 

piton. ingj.giy tQ ascertain the nature of it. And 
here it may be worth while to remark, that though I 
have applied to this mode of Reasoning the title of 
*'apnoriy" it is not meant to be maintained that all 
such arguments as have been by other writers so 
designated correspond precisely with what has been 
just described.* The phrase, " a priori " Argument, is 
not indeed employed by all in the same sense ; it would, 
however, generally be understood to extend to any 
argument drawn from an antecedent or forerunner, 
whether a Cause or not ; e. g, " the mercury sinks, 
therefore it will rain." Now this Argument being 
drawn from a circumstance which, though an antece- 
dent, is in no sense a Cause, would fall not under the 
former, but the latter, of the classes laid down ; since 
when rain comes, no one would account for the pheno- 

* Some students, accordingly, partly- with a view to keep clear of 
any ambiguity that might hence arise, and partly for the sake of* 
brevity, have found it useful to adopt, in drawing up an outline or 
analysis of any composition, certain arbitrary symbols, to denote, 
respectively, each class of Arfftiments and of Propositions : viz. 
A, for the former of the two classes of aiguments just described, 
(to denote " apriori^" or " antecedent," probability,) and B, for the 
latter, which, as consisting of several diflTerent kinds, may be 
denominated " the body of evidence." Again, they designate the 

groposition, which accounts for the principal and original assertion, 
y a small " a,*' or Greek a, to denote its identity in substance with 
the argument bearing the symbol " A," though employed for a diffe- 
rent purpose ; viz. not to establish a fact that is doubtful, but to 
account for one that is admitted. The proposition, again, which 
results as a consequence or corollary from the principal one, they 
designate by the symbol C. There seems to be the same conveni- 
ence in the use of these symbols as Logicians have found in the 
employment of A, £, I, O, to represent the four kinOs of Proposi 
tions according to quantity and quality. 
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menon by the falling of the mercury; which they would 
call a sign of rain ; and yet most, perhaps, would class 
this among ''a priori** Arguments. Injfike manner the 
expression, " a posteriori ** Arguments, would not in 
its ordinary use coincide precisely, though it would very 
nearly, with the second class of Arguments. 

The division, however, which has here been adopted, 
appears to be both more philosophical, and also more 
precise, and consequently more practically useful, than 
any other ; since there is so easy and decisive a test by 
whidi an argument may be at once referred to the one 
or to the other of the classes described. 

§ 3. The second, then, of these classes, (viz. " Argu- 
ments drawn from such topics as could not be used to 
account for the fact, &c. in question, supposing it 
granted,*') may be subdivided into two kinds ; which 
will be designated by the terms " Sign" and •• Example." 

By " Sign," (so called from the Ivf^ewv of 
Aristotle,) is meant, what may be described ®^^' 
as an " argument from an Effect to a Condition .•" — a 
species of Argument of which thc^ analysis is as fol- 
lows ; as far as any circumstance is, what may be call- 
ed a Condition of the existence of a certain effect or 
phenomenon, so far it may be inferred from the exist- 
ence of that Effect : if it be a Condition absolutely es- 
sential, the Argument is, of course, demonstrative ; and 
the Probability, is the stronger in proportion as we ap- 
proach to that case. 

Of this kfnd is the Argument in the instance lately 
given : a man is suspected as the perpetrator of the sup- 
posed murder, from the circumstance of his clothes be- 
ing bloody ; the murder being considered as in a certain 
degree a probable condition of that appearance ; i. e. it 
is presumed that his clothes would not otherwise have 
been bloody. Again, from the appearance of ice, we 
infer, decidedly, the existence of a temperature not above 
freezmg point ; that temperature bging an essential CJon- 
dition of the crystallization of water. 
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Proof of Among the circuinstances which are con- 

a cause. ditional to any Effect, must evidently com* 
the Cause or Causes; and if there be only one possibitr 
Cause, this being absolutely essential, may be demoa- 
stratiyely proved from the Effect : if the same EfFecl 
miffht result from other Causes, then the Argument is, 
at best, but probable. But it is to be observed, thai 
there are also many circumstances which have no ten- 
dency to produce a certain Effect, though it cannot exist 
withoiU them, and from which Effect, consequently, 
they may be inferred, as Conditions, though not Causes j 
e. g. a man's ** being alive one day," is a circum- 
stance necessary, as a Condition, to his " dying the 
next ; but has no tendency to produce it ; his having 
been alive, therefore, on the former day, may be proved 
from his subsequent death, but not vice-versct.* 

It is to be observed therefore, that though it is verj 
common for the Cause to be proved from its Effect, it 
is never so proved so far forth as [;?] it is a Catise, 
but so far forth as it is a condition^^ or necessary cir- 
cumstance. %^ 

A Cause, again, may be employed to prove an Effect, 
(this being the first class of Arguments already described,) 
so far as it has a tendency to produce the Eflfect, even 
though it be not at all necessary to it : {i, e- when other 
Causes may produce the same effect ;) and in this case, 
though the Effect may be inferred from the Cause, the 
Cause cannot be inferred from the Effect : e. g. from 
a mortal wound you may infer death ;T)ut not vice 
versd, 

• R ia however very common, in the carelessness of oidinary 
language, to mention, as the Causes of phenomena, circumstances 
wh^h every one would allow, on consideration^to be not Causes, 
but only conditions, of the Effects in question : e. g. it would be 
said of a tender plant, that it was destroyed in consequence of not 
being covered with a mat ; though every one would mean to imply 
that the frost destroyed it ; this being a cause too well known to 
need being mentioned ) and that which is 8pok,en of as the Cause, 
▼iz. the absence of a cotering, being only the Condition, withomt 
which the real Cause could not have operated. 
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Lastly, when a Causo is also a necessar}' or probable 
condition, i. e. when it is the only possible or only 
likely Cause, then we may argue both ways ; e, ^. we 
may infer a General's success from his known skill, or, 
his skill, from his known success : (in this, as in all 
cases, assuming what is the better known as a proof of 
what is less-known, denied, or doubted,) these two Ar- 
guments belonging, respectively, to the two classes 
originally laid down. 

And it is to be observed, that, in such Ar- Logical an*? 
guments from Sign as this last, the conclusion physical se. 
which fdlowsy topcdly, from the premiss, Q^ence. 
being file Cause fiom which the premiss follows, phy- 
sically, (i. e. as a natural Efiect,) there are in this case 
two different kinds of Sequence opposed to each other , 
c. g. " With many of them God was not well pleased ,* 
for ihey were overthrown in the wilderness." In Ar- 
guments of the first class, on the contrary, these two 
Kinds of Sequence are combined ; i. e. the Conclusion 
which follows logically from the premiss, is also the 
Effect following physically from it as aCause ; a Gene- 
ral's skill, e. g, being both the Cause and the Proof of 
his being likely to succeed. 

It is most important to keep in mind the importance 
distinction between these two kinds of Se- of dijtin. 
quence, which are, in Argument, sometimes fhe*two^ 
combined, and sometimes opposed. There is kinds of se 
no more fruitful source of confusion of ^"®^®®- 
thought tlt^n that ambiguity of the language employed 
on these subjects, which tends to confouiKi together 
these two things, so entirely distinct in their nature. 
There is hardly any argumentative writer on subjects 
involvine^ a discussion of the Causes Dr Effects of any 
thing, who has clearly perceived and steadily kept in 
Tiew the distinction t have been speaking of, or who 
has escaped the errors and perplexities thence resulting. 
The wide extent accordingly, and the importance of the 
mistakes and difSculties arising out of the ambiguity 
6 
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complained of, is incalculable. Of all the « Idola Fori,"* 
none is perhaps more important in its results. To 
dilate upon this point as fully as might be done with 
advantage, would exceed my present limits ; but it will 
not be irrelevant to offer some remarks on Ac origin of 
the ambiguity complained of, and on the cautions to be 
used in guarding against being misled by it. 
Logical The Premiss by which any thing is prov- 

bequence. ed, is not necessarily the Cause of the fact's 
being such as it is; but it is the cause of our knowing, 
or beii^ convinced, that it is so ; e. g. the wetness of 
the earth is not the cause of rain, but it is the cause of 
our knowing that it has rained. These two things — 
the Premiss which produces <mr conviction, and the 
Cau»e which produces that of v)kick we are convinced 
— are the. more likely to be confounded together, in the 
looseness of colloquial language, from the circumstance 
that (as has been above remarked) they frequently 
coincide ; as, e. g. when We infer that the ground will 
be wet, from the fall of rain which produces that wet- 
ness. And hence it is that the same werds have come 
to be appUed, in common, to each kind of Sequence , 
e. g. an Effect is said to " follow" from a Cause, and a 
Conclusion to " follow" from the Premises; the words 
" Cause" and " Reason," are each applied indifferently, 
both to a Cause, properly so called, and to the Premiss 
of an Argument; though "Reason," in strictness of 
^^^. . speaking, should be confined to the latter, 
or "^ ^ " Therefore," " hence," ** consequently," 
cause,» &c., and also, " since," " because," and 
fow^»lLc; " why," have likewise a corresponding am- 
biguity. 
The multitude of the words which bear this double 
meaning (and that, in all languages) greatly increases 
our liability to be misled by it ; since thus the very 
means men resort to for asceilaining the sense of any 
expression, are infected with the very same ambiguity 
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«. g. if we iiM|uiie what is meant by a * Canse," w« 

shall be told that it is that from which aomethibg ** fol- 
lows ;'* or, which is indicated by the words *' therefore**' 
*' consequently,'* &c all whidi expressions are as e^ ni- 
Tocal and uncertain in their signiiication as theorigmai 
one. It is ia rain to attempt ascertaining^ by the 
balance the true amount of any commodity, if uncertain 
weights are placed m the opposite scale. Hence it is 
that so many writers, in investigating the Cause to 
whiph any fact or phenomenon is to be attributed, have 
assigned that which is not a Cause, but only a Proof 
that the fact is so ; and have thus been led into an end- 
less train of errors and perplexities. 

Several, however, of the words in question, though 
employed indiscriminately in both significations, seem 
(as was observed in the case of the word <*fieason'*) 
in their primary and strict sense to be confined to one. 
" A^," in 6reek» and « ergo,''* or «• itaque." in Latin, 
seem originally and properly to denote the Sequence of 
£ffect from Cause ; « apay"} and ** ^itur,*' that of con- 
clusion from Itemises* The Engluh word *< accord- 
ingly," will generally be found to correspond with the 
Latin «« itaque." 

The interrogative " why," is employed to ▲mburu^tjr 
Inquire, either, first, the " Reason," (or ox"Wliy.» 
«« Proof ;") secondly, the « Cause ;" or Airdly, the *« ob- 
ject proposed," or final-Cause : e> g, first. Why are the 
angles of a trianele equal to two right angles ? second- 
ly. Why are the days shorter in winter than in summer ? 
thirdly. Why are the works of a watch constructed as 
they are ?t . . 

U is to be observed that the discovery of Cawes be- 
longs propA'^y to the province of the Philoeopher , that 

* Most Logical writers seem sot to be aware of thic, «• they 
genenlly, in Latin. Treatiseg, employ *'ergo'' in the other seiiset. 
It is from the Greek l^u, i. e. '« in iact.*> 

t "Afa having a signification of fUneu or coMCMlencs « whence 

( See the article Why, in the Appendix to the Treatise on Loffio 
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of •• Reasons," strictly so called, (i e, Arffuments,) to 
that of the Rhetorician ; and that, though each wiU 
have freqaent occasion to assume the character of the 
other, it is most important that these two objects should 
not be confounded together. 

§ 4. Of Signs then, there are some which &om a cer- 
tain Effect or phenomenon, infer the " Cause" of it ; and 
others which, in like manner, infer some " Condition" 
which is not the Cause. 

Testimony ^ these last, one species is the Argument 
a kind of from Testimony: the premiss being me ex- 
«ga. istencc of the Testimony ; the Conclusion, 

the truth of what is attested ; which is considered as a 
** Condition" of the Testimony having been given ; sine*! 
it ii* evident that so far only as this is allowed, (z. e. m 
far only as it is allowed, that the Testimony would noj 
have been given, had it not been true,) can this Argu 
ment have any force. Testimony is of various kinds 
and may possess various degrees of force,* not only it 
reference to its own intrinsic character, but in reference 
also to the kind of conclusion that it is brought to 
support. 

Matters of ^^ respect of this latter point, the first and 
ftict, and of great distinction is, between testimony to 
opinion. matters of fact, and, to matters of qfinion, 
or doctrines. When the question is as to a fact, it is 
plain we have to look chiefly to the honesty of a wit- 
ness, his accuracy, and his means of gaining informa- 
tion. When the question is about a matter of opinion, 
u is equally plain that his ability to form a judgment 
18 no less to be taken into account f But thou^ this 

* Locke has touched on this subject, though slightly and scanti 
hr. He says, " In the testimony of others, is to be considered, . 
The number. 3. The integrity. 3 The skill of the witnesses. 4. 
The design of the author, where it is a testimony out of a book 
cited. 6. The consistency of the parts and circumstances of th« 
relation. 6. Contrary testimonies." 

t Testimony to matters of opinion usually receiTes the nameot 
mttOliority ; which term however is also often applied when facts ar« 
in quesuon ; aa when we My, indifferertly , *' the account of this 
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is admitted by all, k is very common with inconsiderate 
persons to overlook, in practice, the distinction, and to 
mistake as to, what U t5, that, in each case, is attested. 
Facts, properly so called, are, we should remember, 
individuals; diough the term is often extended to 
general statements, especially when these are wdl 
established. And again, the causes or other circum- 
stances connected with some event or phenomenon, are 
often stated as a part of the very fact attested. If, for 
instance, a person relates his having found coal in a 
certain stratum ; or if he states, that m the East Indies 
he saw a number of persons who had been sleeping 
exposed to the moon's rays, afflicted with certain 
symptoms, and that after taking a certain medicine they 
recovered — ^he is beaijng testimony as to simple matters 
of fact : but if he declares that the stratum m question 
constantly contains coal ;^-or, that the patients m ques- 
tion were so affected in consequence of the moon's rays 
— ^that such is the general efkct of them in that climate,* 
and that ths^ medicine is a cure for such symptoms, it 
is evident that his testimony — however worthy <d 
credit — is borne to a different kind of conclusion; 
namely, not an individual, but a general conclusion, 
and one which must rest, not solely on the veracity, 
but also on the judgment, of the witness. 

Even in the other case, however — when character of 
the question relates /to what is strictly a witneMei. 
matter of fact — the intellectual character of the witness 
is not to be whoUy left out of the account A man 
strongly influenced by prejudice, to which the weakest 
men are ever the most liable, may even fancy he seea 
what he does not And some degree of suspicion may 
thence attach to the testimony of prejudiced, though 
honest men, when their prejudices are on the same Side 
ioiik their testimony: for otherwise their testimony 

transaction rests on the authority "—or ** on the testimony'^f rach 
and such an historian." 

* Such is the prevailing, if not universal belief of those who havo 
iMida) in the East Indies. 
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may eren be the stronger. S. 6r. The early disciplea 
of Jesas were, mostly, ignorant, crednlous, aiid preju^ 
iiccd men; but all their expectations — all their early 
prejudices — ^ran counter to ahnost everything that they 
attested. They were, in that particular case, harder to 
be convinced than more intelligent amd enlightened men 
would have been. It is most important, therefore, to 
remember — ^what is often forgotten — that credulity and 
incredulity are the same habit considered in reference 
to different things. The more easy of belief any one 
is in respect of what falls in with his wishes or precon- 
ceived notions, the harder of belief he will be of any- 
thing that opposes these. 

Number of Again, in respect of the number of wit- 
witnestes. nesses, it is evident thgit — other points being 
equal — ^many must have more weight than one, or a 
few ; but it is no uncommon mistake to imagine many 
witnesses to be bearing concurrent testimony to the 
same thing, when in truth they are attesting different 
things. One or two men may be bearing original 
testimony to some fact or transaction ; and one or two 
hundred, who are repeating what they have beard from 
these, may be, in remity, only bearing witness to their 
having heard it, and to their own belief. Multitudes 
may agree in maintaining some system or doctrine, 
which perhaps one out of a million may have convinced 
himself of by research and reflection ; while tho rest 
have assented to it in implicit reliance on authority. 
These are not, in reality, attesting the same thing 
The one is, in reality, declaring that so and so is, as he 
conceives, a conclusion fairly established by reasons 
pertaining to the subject-matter; the rest, that so 
and so is the established belief; or is held by per- 
sons on whose authority they.rdy. These last may 
indeed have very good ground for their belief: (for 
no one would say that a man who is not versed in 
Astronomy is not justified in believing the earth's 
motion :) but still it is to be remembered that they 
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are not, in reality, bearing witness to the same taingas 
the others. 

Undesigned testimony is manifestly, so undesigned 
far, the stronger ; the suspicion of fabrica- testimony, 
tion being thus precluded. Slight . incidental hints 
therefore, and oblique allusions to any fact, have often 
much more weight than distinct formal assertions of it. 
And, moreover, such allusions will often ^o to indicate 
not only that the fact is true, but that it was, at the 
time when so sdluded to, notorious and undisputed. 
The account given by Herodotus, of Xerxes's cutting a 
canal through the isthmus of Athos, which is ridiculed 
bjr Juvenal,* is much more strongly attested by Thucy- 
dides in an incidental mention of a place " near which 
some remains of the canal might be seen," than if he 
had distinctly recorded his conviction of the truth of 
the narrative. 

So also, the many slight allusions in the apostolic 
epistles to the sufferings undergone, and the miracles 
wrought, by disciples, as things familiar to the readers, 
are much more. decisive than £stinct descriptions, nar- 
ratives, or assertions, would have been. 

Paley, in that most admirable specimen of gj^^^ ^-^^^ 
the investigation of this kind of evidence, the cumstancei 
Horae Pauhnae, puts in a most needful caution may have 
against supposing that because it is on very wdght 
minute points this kind of argument turns, 
therefore the importance of these points in establishing 
the conclusion is small, f The reverse, as he justly 
observes, is the truth ; for the more minute, and in- 

* *< Velificatufl Athos. et qnicquid Orocia mendax 
Audet in historia." 
f Thus Swift endeavoured (in GuUiver's Voyage to Laputa, and 
in some of his poedis,) to cast ridicule on some of the evidence on 
which Bishop Atterbury's treasonable correspoijdence was brought 
home to him ; the medium of proof being certain allusions, in 
some of the letters, to a lame lap-dog j as if the importance of the 
gn4enc9 were to be measared by the Intrinsic importance of the 
iog. But Swift was far too acute a man probably to have fallen 
himself into such an error as he was endeaTouxing, for pvty* 
purposes, to lead his readers into 
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trinsicaUy trifling, and likely to escape notice, any 
point is, the more does it preclude the idea of design 
and fabrication. Imitations of natural objects — flowers, 
for instance — when so skilfully made as to deceive the 
naked eye, are detected by submitting the natural and 
the artificial to a microscope. 

The same remarks will apply to other kinds of sigr 
also. The number and position of the nails in a man'f 
shoe, corresponding with a foot-mark, or a notch in the 
blade of a knife, have led to the detection of a murderer 
Testimony "^^^ testimony of adversaries — ^including 
of adversa- under this term all who would be unwilling 
^^' to admit the conclusion to which their testi 

mony tends — ^haa» if course, great weight derived from 
that circumstance. A nd as it will, of tener than not, fiall 
under the head of " undesigned," much minute research 
will often be needful, in order to draw it out. 
Crosses- In oral examination of witnesses, a skilful 
amination. cross-examiner will often elicit from a reluc- 
tant witness most important truths, which the witness is 
desirous of concealing or disguising. There is another 
kind of skill, which consists in so alarming, misleading, 
or bewildering an honest witness as to throw discredit on 
his testimony, or pervert the effect of it. * Of this kind of 
art, which may be characterised as the most, or one of 
the most, base and depraved of all possible employment» 
of intellectual power, I shall only make one further ob- 
servation. I am convinced that the most effectual mode 
of eliciting truth, is quite different from that by which an 
honest, simple-minded witness is most easily baffled and 
confused . 1 have seen the experiment tried, of subject- 
ing a witness to such a kind of cross-examination by a 
practised lawyer as would have been, I am convinced, 
the most likely to alarm and perplex many an honest 
witness ; without any effect in shaking the testimony : 
ana, afterwards, by a totally opposite mode of exami- 

* See in Appendix [C] some extracts from a valuable pamphlet 
on the " License of Counsel." 
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nation, such as would not have at all perplexed one who 
Was honestly telling the truth, that same witness was 
drawn on, step by step, to acknowledge the utter falsity 
of the whole. Generally speaking, I believe that a 
^uiet, gentle, and straightforward, though full and care- 
\ul examination, will be the most adapted to elicit 
truth ; and that the manceuvres, and the brow-beating, 
which are the most adapted to confuse-an honest wit- 
ness, are just what the dishonest one is the best pre- 
pared for. The more the storm blusters, the more care- 
fully he wraps round him the cloak, which a warm 
sunshine will often induce him to throw off. 

In any testimony (whether oral or written) TesUmony 
that is unwillingly borne, it will more fre- of adversa- 
^uently consist in something incidentally ^®"^g«^^^y 
implied, than in a distinct statement. For 
instance, the generality of men, who are accustomed to 
cry up common-sense as preferable to systems of art, 
have been brought to bear witness, collectively, (in 
preface to ** Elements of Logic,") on the opposite side ; 
inasmuch as each of them gives the preference to the 
latter, in the subject, whatever it may be, in which he 
is most conversant. 

Sometimes, however, an adversary will be compelled 
distinctly to admit something that makes against him, 
in order to contest some other point. Thus, the testi 
mony of the Evangelists, that the miracles of Jesus 
were acknowledged by the unbelievers, and attributed 
to magic, is confirmed by the Jews, in a work called 
" Toldoth Jeschu ;" (the " Generation of Jesus ;") which 
inust have been compiled (at whatever period) from 
(traditions existing from the very first ;i since it is incre- 
ttible that ;f those contemporaries of J^'sus who opposed 
him, had denied the fact of the miracles having been 
wrought, their descendants should have admitted the 
facts, and resorted to the hypothesis of magic. 

The negative testimony, either of adversa- Negative 
ties, or of indifferent person s, is of ten of great testimony. 
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weight When statements or arguments, publicly pvt 
forth, aiid generally known, remain wncontradicted, an 
appeal may fairly be made to this circumstance, as a 
confirmatory testimony on the part of those acquainted 
with the matter, and interested in it ; especially if they 
are likely to be unwilling to admit the conclusion. 
Conearrent It is manifest that the concurrent testi- 
testimony. monv, positive or negative, of several wit- 
nesses, when there can have been no concert, and es- 
pecially when there is any rvalry or hostility between 
them, carries with it a weight independent of that which 
may belong to each of them considered separately. For 
though, in such a case, each of the witnesses should be 
even considered as wholly undeserving of credit, still 
the chances might be incalculable against their all 
agreeing in the same falsehood. It is in fliis kind of 
testimony that the generality of mankind believe in the 
motions of the earu, and of the heavenly bodies, &c. 
Their belief is not the result of their own observations 
and calculations ; nor yet again of their implicit reliance 
on the skill and the good-faith of any one or more As- 
tronomers ; but it rests on the agreement of many in- 
dependent and rival Astronomers ; who want neither the 
ability nor the will to detect and expose each other's 
errors. It is on similar grounds, as Dr. Hinds has justly 
observed,* that all men, except about two or three in a 
million, believe in the existence and in the genuineness 
of manuscripts of ancient books, such as the Scriptures. 
It is not that they have themselves examined these ; or 
again, (as some represent) that they relv implicitly on 
the good-faith of those who profess to have done so ; 
but they rely on the concurrent and uncontradicted tes- 
timony of all who have made, or who might makcj the 
examination ; both unbelievers, and believers of various 
hostile sects ; any one of whom would be sure to s^ize 
any opportunity to expose the forgeries or errors of his 
opponents. 

* Hinds on inspiration. • 
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This obserration is the more important, because 
many persons, are liable to be startled and dismayed on 
its being pointed out to them that they have been be- 
lieving something — as they are led to suppose — on very 
insufficient reasons; when the truth is perhaps thai 
ihey have been mis-stating their reasons.* 

A remarkable instance of the testimony of adversaries 
— ^both positive and negative — has been afforded in the 
questions respecting penal-colonies. The pernicious 
character of the system was proved in various publica- 
tions, and subsequently, before two committees of the 
House of Commons, from the testimony of petsons who 
were friendly to that system ; the report and evidence 
taken before those committees was published ; and all 
this remained uncontradicted for years ; till, on motions 
being made for the abolition of the system,! persons had 
the effrontery to come forward at the elev6nth hour and 
deny the tnrth of the representations given : thus pro- 
nouncing on themselves a heavy condemnation, for hav- 
ing either left that representation — supposing they 
thought it false — so long unrefuted, or else, denying 
what th^y knew to be true. 

Misrepresentation, again, of argument — attempts to 
suppress evidence, or to silence a speaker by clamour 
— ^reviling and personality, and false charges — all these 
are presumptions of the same kind; that the cause 
against which they are brought, is — ^in the opinion of 
adversaries at least — ^unassailable on the side of truth. 

To the same head maybe referred the sUenee of scho- 
lars of various sects and parties, as evidence (as has 
been already remarked) in lespect of any ancient book 
of high importance, whose existence and genuineness 
they do not deny. 

As for the character of the particular things Chwacter 
that in any case may be attested, it is plain SttMte^ 

• See Appendix, [D.] 

t See " Substmioe of a Speech oa Transportation, delivered ia 
the House of Lords, on the 10th of May, 1840.» 8(c. 
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that we have to look to the probability or improbabi- 
lity of their having been either imagined, or invented 
by the persons attesting them. 

Any thing unlikely to occur, is, so far, the less like- 
ly to have been feigned or fancied : so that its antece- 
dent improbability may sometimes add to the credibility 
of those who bear witness to it.* And again, any thing 
which, however likely to take place, would not have 
been likely, otherwise, to enter the mind of those parti- 
cular persons who attest it, or would be at variance 
with their interest or prejudices, is thereby rendered the 
more credible. Thus, when some one relates something 
which, though intelligible to us, he appears himself not 
clearly to understand, this is a proof that it is no for- 
gery of his. And, as has been above remarked, when 
the disciples of Jesus record occurrences and discourses, 
such as were both foreign to all the notions, and at va- 
riance with all the prejudices, of any man litingin those 
days, and of Jews more especiaUy, this is a strong con- 
firmation of their testimony. The negative circumstance 
also, of a witness's omitting to mention things, which 
it is morall}^ certain he womd have mentioned, had he 
been inventing, adds great weight to what he does say.-j 
Concurrent ^^® remark above made, as to the force of 
Sips of concurrerU testimonies, even though each, 
other kinds, separately, might have little or none,t but 
whose accidental agreement in a falsehood would be 

♦ See Sermon IV. on " A Christian Place of Worship." 
t See Essay on Omissions, &c. 1st Series, Essay 6. 
^ It is observed by Dr. Campbell that ** It desenres likewise to 
be attended to on this subject, that in a number of concurrent testi- 
monies, (in cases wherein there could have been no previous con- 
cert,) there is a probability distinct from that which may be termed 
the sum of the probabilities resultinsp from the testimonies of the 
witneues, a probability which would remain even though the w jt* 
nesses were of such a character as to merit no faith at all. Thli 
probability arises purely from the concurrence itself. That such 
a concurrence should spring from chance, is as one to infinite ; that 
is , in other words, morally impossible. If therefore concert be ex- 
cluded, there remains no other cause liut the reality of the feet" 
Cemp&etr* Philosophy of Rhetoric, c. v. b. i. part 8, p. ISA 
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extremely improbable, is not solely applicable to ths 
A.rgument from Testimony, but may be extended to 
many arguments of other kinds also ; in which a simi- 
lar calculation of chances will enable us to draw a con- 
clusion, sometimes even amounting to moral certainty, 
from a combination of data which singly would have had 
little or no weight E. 6?. If any one out of a hundred 
men throw a stone which strikes a certain object,* 
there is but a slight probability, from that fact alone, 
that he aimed at that object ; but if all the hundred 
threw stones which struck the same object, no one would 
doubt that they aimed at it. It is from such a combina- 
tion of argument that we infer the existence of an in- 
telligent Creator, from the marks of contrivance visibh 
in the universe, though many of these are such as, taken 
singly, might well be conceived undesigned and acci- 
dental ; but that they should all be such, is morally im- 
possible. 

^reat care is requisite in setting forth clearly, espe- 
cially in any popular discourse, arguments of this nature ; 
the generality of men being better qualified for under- 
standing (to use Lord Bacon's words) ** particulars, one 
by one,'* than for taking a comprehensive view of a 
whole ; and therefore in a galaxy of evidence, as it may 
be called, in which the brilliancy of no single star can 
be pointed out, the lustre of the combination is often 
lost on them 

Hence it is, as was remarked in the Trea- Fallacy of 
tiseon Fallacies, that the sophism of" Com Composi- 
position," as it is called, so frequently mis- **^°* 
leads men. It is not improbable, (in the above example,) 
that each of the stones considered separately, may have 
been thrown at random : and therefore the same is con 
eluded of a//, considered in conjunction. Not that ii. 
such an instance, as this, any one would reason S6 
weakly ; but that a still greater absurdity of the very 

• If I recollect rightly, these are the words of Mr. DagaM 
•thwart 

6 
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same kind is involved in tlie rejection of the evidences 
of our religion, will be plain to any one who considers, 
not merely the individual force but the number and va- 
riety of those evidences.* 

What is § 5. And here it may be observed, that 

S'e'Jha^^es though the easiest po;w*/ar way of practically 
against any refutmg the fallacy just mentioned (or indeed 
supposiupn. any fallacy) is, by bringing forward a parallel 
case, where it leads to a manifest absurdity, a meta- 
'^hysical objection may still be urged against many 
cases in which we thus reason from calculation of 
chances ; an objection not perhaps likely practically to 
influence any one, but which may aflford the Sophist a 
triumph over those who are unable to find a solution ; 
and which may furnish an excuse for the rejection of 
evidence which one is previously resolved not to admit 
If it were answered then, toi those who maintain that 
the universe, which exhibits so many mzurks of design, 
might be the work of non-intelligent cai^es, that no 
one would believe it possible for such a work as «. g 
the Iliad, to be produced by a fortuitous shaking toge- 
ther of the letters of the alphabet, the Sophist might 
challenge us to explain why even this last supposition 
should be regarded as less probable than any other; 
since the letters of which the Iliad is composed^ If sha- 
ken together at random, must faU in some iorm or other 
and though the chances are millions of millions to one 
against that, or any other determinate order, there an 
precisely as many chances against one as against another, 
whether more or less regular. And in like manner, as* 
tonished as we should be, and convinced of the inter- 
vention of artifice, if we saw any one draw out all the 
cards in a pack in regular se(|uences, it is demonstrabln 
that the chances are not more against that order, than 
against any one determinate order we might choose to 

• Mr. Davison in the introduction to his work on Prophecjr, state! 
itron|:l7 the cumulatiTe force of a multitude of small particulars 
9ee en. iii. ^ 4, of this Treatise 
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fix upon ; against that one, for instance, in which the 
eards are at this moment actually lying in any indivi- 
duEil pack. The multitude of the chances, therefore, 
ne would say, against any series of events, does not 
constitute it. improbable; since the like happens to 
every one every day ; e. g. a, man walking through 
London-streets, on his business, meets accidentally 
hundreds of others passing to and fro on theirs, 
and he would not say at the close of the day that any 
thing improbable had occurred to him; yet it would al- 
most baffle calculation to compute the chances against 
his meeting precisely those very persons, in the order, 
and at the times and places of his actually meeting each. 
The paradox thus seemingly established, though few 
might be practically misled by it, many would be at 
a loss to solve. 

. The truth is, that any supposition is just- xm, fj- 
; jr called improbable, not from the number meant by an 
>f chances against it, considered indepen- improbaW- 
Jently, but nom the number of chances geuse*°f*lte 
agaJBst it compared with those which lie having ma- 
against sopae other supposition. We call °y charose* 
the drawing of a prize in the lottery impro- ^^^^ 
bable ; though there be but five to one against it ; be- 
cause there are more chances of a blank : on the other 
hand, if any one were cast on a desert island under cir- 
cumstances which warranted his believing that the 
chances were a hundred to one against any one's having 
been there before him, yet if he found on the sand peb- 
bles so ananged as to form distinctly the letters of a 
man's name, he would not only conclude it probable, 
but absolutely certain, that some human being had been 
there; because there would he millions of chance^ 
•gainst those forms having been produced by the for- 
tuitous action of the waves. Yet if, instead of this, I 
should find some tree on the island such that the chan- 
ces appeared to me five to one against its having grown 
there spontaneously, still, if, as before, I conceived the 
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chances a hundred to one against any man's having 
planted it chere, I should at once reckon this last as the 
more unlikely supposition. 

So also, in the instance above given, any unmeaning 
form into which a number of letters might fall, would 
not be called improbable, countless as the chances are 
against that particular order, because there are just as 
many against each one of all other unmeaning forms ; 
so that no one would be comparativdy improbable ; but 
if the letters formed a coherent poem, it would then be 
called incalculably improbable that this form should 
have been fortuitous, though the chances against it re-> 
main the very same ; because there must be much 
fewer chances against the supposition of its having been 
the work of design. The probability in short, of any 
supposition, is estimated from a comparison with each 
of its alternatives. The inclination of the balance can- 
not be ascertained from knowing the weights in one 
scale, unless we know what is in the opposite scale. 
So also the pressure of the atmosphere (equivalent to 
about 30,000 pounds on the body of an ordinary man) 
is unfelt while it is equable on all parts, and balanced 
by the air within the body ; but is at once perceived, 
when the pressure is removed from any part, by the 
air-pump or cupping-glass. 

The foregoing observations however, as was above 
remarked, are not confined to Arguments from Testimo- 
ny, but apply to all cases in which the decree of pro- 
bability is estimated from a calculation of diances. 
Djsbeliev- ^^^ ®°™® further remarks on this subject 
Ing is Be- the reader is referred to § 17 of the Treatise 
lieving qq Fallacies,* where the " Fallacy of Objec- 
tions " is discussed. It is most important to keep in 
mind the self-evident, but often forgotten maxim that 
disbelief is belief; only, they have reference to opposite 
conclusions. E. G. To disbelieve the real existence of 
&e city of Troy, is to believe that it was feigned : and 

* Logic, B.iii. 
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which conclusion imolies the greater credulity, is the 
question to be decided. To some it may appear more, 
to others, less, probable, that a Greek poet should hare 
celebrated (with whatever exaggetations) some of the 
feats of arms in which his countrymen had actually 
been engaged^ than that he should nave passed by aU 
these, and resorted to such as were wholly imaginary 

The proper opposite to belief is either . 
conscious tgnorance, or doubt And even or^SStop 
Doubt may sometimes amount to a kind posed to Be 
of Belief ; since deliberate and confirmed "•^* 
Doubt, on a question that one has attended to, implies 
a «* verdict of not proven f* — a hdief thai there is not 
sufficient evidence to determine either one way or the 
other. And in some cases this conclusion would be 
accounted a mark of excessive creduhty. A man who 
should doubt whether there is such a citv as Home, 
would imply his belief in (what most would account a 
moral impossibility) the possibility of such multitudes 
of independent witnesses having concurred n a fabri- 
cation. 

§ 6. Before I dismiss the consideration of progressiTe 
Sgns, it may be worth while to notice aBo- approach, 
ther case of combined Argument different from the one 
Iatel3r mentioned, yet in some degree resembling it The 
combination just spoken of, is where several Testimo- 
nies or other SIctib, singly perhaps of little weight, pro- 
duce jointly, and by their coincidence, a degree of prob- 
ability far exceeding the sum of their several forces, ta- 
ken separately : in the case I am now about to notice, 
the combined force of the series of arguments results 
from the order in which they are considered, and from 
iheix progressive tendency to establish a certain conclu- 
sion. E, O. one part of the law of nature called the 
^ vis inertie," is established by the argument alluded 
to; viz. that a body set in motion will eternally con- 
tinue in motion with .uniform velocity in a right line, 
so far as it is not acted upon by any causes Iniick rs- 
6 
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tud or stop, accdeiate, or divert, its courae. Now, m 
in every cause which can come under our ohservation, 
some such causes do intervene, the assumed supposi- 
tion is practically imnossihle ; and we have no oppor- 
tunity of verifying the law by direct experiment : but 
we may graduauy approach indefinitely near to the 
case supposed; and on the result of sucn experiments 
our conclusion is founded. We find that when a body 
is projected along a rough surface, its motion is speedily 
retarded, and soon stopped ; if along a smoother surface, 
it continues longer in motion ; if upon ice, longer stiO ; 
and the like with regard to wheels, &c. in proporticm 
as we gradually lesseQ the friction of the machinery : 
and if we remove the resistance of the air by setting a 
wheel or pendulum in motion under an exliausted re- 
ceiver, the motion is still longer continued. Finding 
then that the effect of the original impulse ifli more and 
more protracted, in proportion as we more and more re- 
move the impediments to motion horn friction and re- 
sistance of the air, we reasonably conclude that if this 
could be completely done, (which is out of our power,) 
the motion would never cease, since what appear to be 
the only causes of its cessation would be absent* 

Again, in arguing for the existence and moral attri- 
butes of the Deity m>m the authority of men's opinions, 
ffreat use may be made of a like progressive course of 
Argument, though it has been often overlooked. Some 
have argued for the being of a Crod from the universal, 
or at least, seneral, consent of mankind; and some 
have appeaded to the opinions of the wisest and most 
cultivated portion, respecting both the existence and 
the moral excellence of the Deity. It cannot be denied 
that there is a presumptive force in each of these argu- 
ments; l)ut it may be answered, that it is coBceiv2d)l0 
an opinion common to almost all the species, may pos- 
sibly be an error resulting from a constitutional infir- 

• 8ee the irgument in Ba.flcv*t Abalogy to pro^e the tArvot 
lift whioh Virtuo, if peil«ct, might te ezp«eua to obtain. 
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iiiity of the human intellect; — ^that if we are to acqui- 
esce in the belief of the majority, we shall be led to 
Polytheism ; such being the creed of the greater part : 
— and that though more weight may reasonably be at- 
tached to the opinions of the wisest and best-instructed, 
still, as we know such men are not exempt from error, 
we cannot be perfectly safe in adopting the belief they 
hold, unless we are convinced that they hold it in con- 
sequence of their h&ng the wisest and best-instructed ; 
— so far forth as they are such. Now this is precisely 
the point which may be ^tablished by the above-men- 
tioned progressive Argument Nations of Atheists, if 
there are any such, are confessedly among the rudes* 
and most ignorant savages : those who represent their 
Grod or Gods as malevolent, capricious, or subject to 
human passions and vices, are invariably to be found 
(in the present day at least) amone those who are bru- 
tal and uncivilized ; and among the most civilized na- 
tions of the ancientS) who professed a similar creed, 
the. more enlightened members of society seem either to 
have rejected altogether, or to have explained away, the 
popular belief. The Mahometan nations, again, of thQ 
present day, who are certainly more advanced in civili- 
zation than their Pa^an neighbours, maintain the unity 
and the moral excellence of the Deity; but the nations 
of Christendom^ whose notions of the divine goodness 
are more exalted, are undeniably the most civihzed part 
of the world, and possess, generally speakinjg, the most 
cultivated and improv^ intellectual pp wers. Now if we 
would ascertain, and appeal to, the sentiments of man 
as a rational being, we must surely look to those which 
not only prevail most among the most rational and cul- 
^vatpd, but towards which also a. progressive tendency 
is found in men m proportion to their degrees of ration- 
ality and cultivation. It would be most extravagant 
to suppose that man's advance towards a more improved 
and exalted state of existence should tend to obUterate 
true and instil false notions. On the contrary we are 
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authorized to conclude, that those notions would be th« 
most correct, which men would entertain, whose know- 
ledge, intelligence, and intellectual cultivation should 
have reached comparatively the highest pitch of perfec- 
tion ; and that those consequently will approach the 
nearest to the truth, which are entertained, more or 
less, by various nations, in proportion as they have ad- 
vanced towards this civilized state. 

Many other instances might be adduced, in which 
truths of the highest importance may be elicited by this 
process of argumentation; which will enable us to 
decide with sufficient probability what consequence 
would follow from an hypothesis which we have never 
experienced. It might, not improperly, be termed the 
Argument from Progressive Approach. ^ 

§ 7. The third kind of Arguments to be 

xwnp e. considered, (being the other brandi of the 
second of the two classes onginally laid down, see § 3,) 
may be treated of under the eeneral name of Exampi.b ; 
taking that term in its widest acceptation, so as to 
comprehend the Arguments designated by the variou0 
names of Induction, Experience, Analogy, Parity of 
Reasoning, &&, all of which are essentisdly the same, 
as far as regards tht fundamental principles I am here 
treating of. For in aU the Ars^ments designated by 
these names, it will be found, that we consider one or 
more, known, individual oljects or instances, of a 
certain class, as a fair sample, in respect of some point 
or other, of that class; and consequently draw an 
inference from them respecting either the whole class,' 
or other, less known, individtmls of it. 

In Arguments of this kind* then it will be found, 
that, universally, we assume as a major premiss* that 
what is true (in re^d to the noint in question) of the 
individual or individuals whiA we bring' forward and 
appeal to, is true of the whole class to \diich they 
belong ; the minor premiss next asserts something of 
* See Logic, B. ir. ch. i. § 1. 
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that individual ; and the same is then inferred respeeting 
the whole class; whether we stop at that general 
conclusion, or descend from thence to another^ 
unknown, iodividual; in which last case, which is 
the most usually called the Argument from Example, 
we ^nerally omit, for the sake of brevity, the inter- 
mediate step, and pass at once, in the expression of 
the Argument, from, the known, to the unknown, 
individual. This ellipsis however does not, as some 
seem to suppose, make any essential difference in the 
mode of Reasonings the reference to a common class 
being always, in such a case, understood, though not 
expressed; for it is evident that there can be no 
reasoning from one individual to another, unless they 
come under some common genus, and are considered 
in that point of view ; e, g. 
•* Astronomy was de- 
eded at its first introduc- 
tion, as adverse to reli- 
gioa:" 

t . ^v 

% i" 

<« Every science is likely to be decried at its first intro- 
duction, as adverse to religion." 

This kind of example, therefore, appears to be acorn- 
pound argument, consisting of two enthymemes : and 
when (as often happens) we infer from a known effect 
a certain cause, and again, from that cause, another, 
unknown eBect, .we then unite in this example, the ar- 
gument from effect to cause, and that from cause to ef- 
fect E, O we may, from the marks of Divine bene- 
▼dence in this world, argue, that "the like will be 
shown in the next:" through the intermediate conclu 
fdon, that, " Gpd is benevolent.*' This is not indeed 
ilways the case ; but there seems to be in every exam* 



" Geology is likely to be 
decried,*' &c. 
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pie, a reference to some cause, though that cause may 
frequently be unknown ; e. g. we suppose, in the in- 
stance above given, that there is some cause, though 
we may be at a loss to assign it, which leads men gene* 
lally to decry a new science. 

The term '* Induction,** is commonly ap- 
Induction, pjj^^ ^^ ^^^^.j^ arguments as stop short at the 
general conclusion ; and is thus contradistinguished, in 
common use, from Example. There is also this addi* 
tional dijflfefence, that when we draw a general conclu • 
sion from several individual cases, we use the word In- 
duction in the sin^lar number ; while each one of these 
eases, if the apphcation were made to another individu* 
al, would be called a distinct example. This differeiice, 
however, is not essential ; since whether the inference 
be made from one instance or from several, it isequalljf 
called an Inducticm, if a g^eral condu^on be lejgiti 
mately drawn. And this is to be determined by the 
nature of the subject-matter. In the investigation of 
the laws of nature, a single experiment, fairly and care- 
fully made, is usually allowed to be conclusive ; because 
we can, then, pretty nearly ascertain all the circumstan- 
ces operating. A Chemist who had ascertained, in a 
single specimen of gcdd, its capability of combining with 
mercury, would not think it necessary to try the same 
experiment with several other specimens, out would 
draw the conclusion concerning those metals uniyers- 
ally, and with certainty. In human afiisdrs on the con- 
traiy our uncertainty respecting many of the circum- 
stances that may af ect the result, obliges us to collect 
many coinciding instances to warrant even a probable 
conclusion. From one instance, e. g. of the assassina- 
tion of an usurper, it would not be allowable to infer 
the certainty, or even the probability, of a like fate at- 
tending all usurpers.* 

Experi- Experience, in its original and proper sense, 

is applicable to the premises from which 
• See Logic, " On the Province of Reasoning »* 
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v^e aigue, not to ihe inference we draw. Strictly 
speaking, we know by experience only the past, ana 
what has passed under our own observation ; thus, wt 
know by experience that the tides have daily ebbed and 
flowed, durine such a time ; and from the testimony of 
others as to meir own experience, that the tides liave 
formerly done so: and from this experience, we 
*x>ndude, by induction, that the same phenomenon 
will continue.* * 

«Men are so formed as (often unconsciously) to 
reason, Aether well or ill» on the phenomena the^ 
obserre, and to mix up their inferences With thenr 
statements of those phenomena, so as in £aiet to' theo* 
rize (however scantily and crudely) without knowing 
it If you will be at the pains carefully to analyze thS 
8im|)le8t descriptions you hear of any transaction or 
state of things, ;you will find, that the jMrocess which 
almost invanably fakes place is, in logical language, 
this; that HatAk individual has in his mind certain 
majw^fremise^ or principled, relative to the subject in 
question ; that observation of What actually presents 
stsell to &e seoses, supplies rmnor-premises ; and that 
the statement given (and which is repoited as a thing 
experienced) consists in fact of the condemns drawn 
from the combinations of those premises. 

'* Hence it is that several different men, who have all 
had e^ual, or even the very same, experience, «. e. have 
been witnesses or agents in the same transactions, 
will often be found to resemble so many different men 
lookinjg" ^ the same book: one perhaps, though he 
distincdv sees black marks on white paper, has never 
learned his letters ; another can lead, but is a stianpr 
to the hmpjMge in which the book is written; another 
has an acquaintance with the language, but understands 
it imperfectly; another is familiar with the language 
but is a stranger to the subject of the book, and wants 

^B«etli« article " Experience » in the Appendix to the Treatffi 
•b Logic. 
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power, or pievious instruction, to enable him fully te 
take in the author's drift ; while another again perfectly 
comprehends the whole. 

" The object that strikes the eye is to all of these per« 
sons the same ; the difference of the impressions pro- 
duced on the mind of each is referable to the differences 
in their minds. 

" And this explains the fact, that we find so much 
discrepancy in the results of what are called Experi- 
ence and Common-sense, as contradistinguished from 
Theory. In former times, men knew by experience, 
that the eartb stands still, and the sun rises and sets. 
Common-sense taught them that there could be no anti- 
podes, since men could not stand with their heads down-> 
wards, like flies on the ceiling. Experience taught the 
Eing of Bantam that water could not oecome solid. And 
(to come to the consideration of human af^rs) the ex- 
perience and common-sense of one of the most obser- 
vant and intellig:ent,of historians, Tacitus, convinced 
him, that for a mixed government to be so framed as to 
combine the elements of Royalty, Aristocracy, and De- 
mocracy, must be next to impossible, and that if such 
a one could be framed, it must inevitably be very spee- 
dily dissolved."* 

AnaloKT. '^^^ word Analogy again is generally 
employed in the case of Arguments m whicl 
the instance adduced is somewhat more remote from that 
to which it is applied ; e. g. a physician would be said 
to know by experience the noxious effects of a certain 
drug on the human constitution, if he had ^equently 
seen men poisoned by it; but if he thence conjectured 
that it would be noxious to some other species of ani- 
mal, he would be said to reason from analogy; the only 
difference being that the resemblaru^ is less, between a 
man and a brute, than between one man and anodier » 
and accordingly it is found that many brutes are not 
acted upon by some drugs which are pernicious to roan^ 
rolit''*al Economj, Lect iii. pp. 69—71 
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fint more BtiicUjr speakii^. Analogy ought to bedis- 
tingai^ed irom direct resemblance, with which it is 
often confounded in the language even of eminent wri- 
ters (especially on Chemistry and Natural History) in 
the present day. Analogy beins a " resemblance of 
ratios,"* ^t should strictly be called an Argument from 
Analogy, in which the two things {viz, the one from 
which, and the one to which, we ar^e) are not, neces 
sarily, themselves alike, but stand in similar relatiom 
to some. other things ; or, in other words, thattbe com- 
mon genta which they both fall under, consists in z 
relation. Thus an egg and a seed ai^ not in themselves 
alike, but bear a like relation, to the parent bird and to 
her future nestlj]^, on the one hand, and to the old and 
young plant on the other, respectively ; this relation 
being the genus which both fall under : and many Ar* 
guments might be drawn from this Analogy. . Again, 
the fact that from birth different persons have diflferent 
bodily constitutions, in respect of complexion, stature, 
strength, shape, liability to particular disorders, &c. 
which constitutions, however, are capable of being, to 
a certain degree, modified by regimen, medicine, &c 
affords an AmJogy by which we may form a presump- 
tion, that the like takes place in respect of mental qua- 
lities also ; though it is plain that there can be no di- 
rect resemblance either between body and mind, or their 
respective attributes. 

in this kind of Argument, one enor, which is very 
common, and which is to be sedulously avoided, is that 
of concluding the thirigs in question to be alike, because 
they are analogous ;— to resemble each other in them 
selves, because there is a resemblance in the relation 
they bear to certain other thinss ; which is manifestly 
a groundless inference. Anouer caution is applicaK 
to the whole class of Arguments from Example ; vis 
Bot to consider the resemblance or analogy to extend 
further (t. «. to more particulars) than it does. The 

* AoYuv bitoidnc Arlftotle. 
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resemblance of a picture to the object it repTeBehts* if 
direct ; but it extends no further than the one senfle, of 
seeing, is concerned. In the parable of the unjust 
steward, an argument is drawn from analog^r, to recom- 
mend pradence and foresight to Christians in spiritual 
concerns ; but it would be absuid to conclude that fraud 
was recommended to our imitation ; and yet mistakes 
very similar to such a perversion of that aigtuuent are 
by no means rare.* 

Important Sound judgment and vigilant caution at« 
and unim- no where more called for than in observing 
m^4Mi ^^** differences (perhaps seeriiingly small) 
and differen- do, and what do not, nuUif y the analogy be* 
cMofeaMi. tween two cases. And 1»e same may be 
said in regard to the applicabililj of Precedents, or ac- 
knowledged Decisions of any kmd, such as Scripture- 
precepts, &c. ; all of which indeed are, in their essence, 
of the nature of Example ; since every recorded decla- 
ration, or injunction, (of admitted authority) may be 
regarded—in connexion with the persons to whom, and 
the occasion on which, it was delivered — as a knoum 
case ; from which consequently we may reason to any 
other parallel case ; and the question which we must 
be careful in deciding will be, to whom, and to whait, it 
is applicable. For, as I have said, a seemingly small 
circumstance will often destroy the analogy, 'so as to 
make a precedent — ^precept, &c. — ^inapplicable : and 
often, on the other hand, some difference, in itself im- 

* ** Thai»beca«ie a Jart Analogy haa been diiceniad between 
the metropolis of a coontrr, and the heart of the animal body, it 
has been sometimes contended that its increased sice is a disease- 
that it may impede tome of its moat important functions, or even be 
the cause of its dissolution.** See Copleston's Jn^ry int0 ths 
Doetrinti of Neeenity and PredestiniOion, note to Disc. iu. q. r. for 
a very able dissertation on the sul^ct of Analogy, in the cxHirse ol 
an analysis of Dr. Kinr's Ditcourae on PretUtiination. (See Appen 
dix [£u In -the preface to the last edition of that Discourse I 



an analysis of Dr. Kinr's Diwowrae on PredettinaUon. (See Appen 
dix [£u In -the preface to the last edition of that Discourse I 
have offered some additional remarks on the subject ; and I have 



again adverted to it (chiefly in reply to some popular objeotions t» 
Dr. King) in the Dissertation on t1 e Province of Reasoning, sub 
joined ta the Elements of Logic. Ch. v. % I, note, p. 360. 
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portant, may be pointed ont between two cases, which 
shall not at all weaken the analogy^ in respect- of the 
argument in hand. And thus there is a danger both of 
being misled by specious arguments of this description, 
whicn haye no real force, and also of being staggered 
by plausible objections against such ejcamples or ap* 
peals to authority, &c. as are perfectly valid. Hence 
Aristotle observes, that an opponent, if he cannot show 
that the majority of instances is on his side, or that 
those adduced by his adversary are inapplicable, con- 
tends that they, at any rate, differ in something from 
the case in question ; ica^pav ye rtva ix^t,* 

Many are misled, in each way, by not estimating 
aright the degree, and the kind, of difference between 
two cases. E. G, it would be admitted that a great 
and permanent diminution in the qnantity of some 
usefiu commodity, such as com, or coal, or iron, 
throughout the world, would be a serious and lasting 
loss ; and that if the fields and coal-mines yielded re- 
gularly double quantities, with the same labour, we 
should be so much the richer ; hence it nught be infer 
red, that if the quantity of gold and silver m the world 
were diminished one-half, or were doubled, like results 
would follow ; the utility of theses metals, for the pur- 
poses of coin, being very great. Now there are many 
points of resemblance, and many of difference, between 
the precious metals on the one- hand, and com, coal, &c. 
on the oKhexi but the important circumstance to the 
supposed ar^ment, is, that the utUit'i/ of gold and silver 
(as coin, which is far the chief) depends on their valu€, 
which is regulated by their scarcity ; or rather, to speak 
strictly, by the difficulty of obtaining them ; whereas, 
if com and coal were ten times more abundant, (t. e. 
more easily obtained,) a bushel of either would still be 
as useful as now. But if it were twice as easy to pro- 
cure gold as it is, a sovereign would be twice as large ; 
if only half as easy, it would be of the size "bi a half* 
•Bi10tb.ii.ch.37: 
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sovereien: and this (besides the trifling circumstance 
of the cheapness or dearnessof gold-ornaments) woulo 
be all the difference. The analogy, therefore, fails in 
the point essential to the argument. 

Again, the Apostle Paul recommends to the Corin- 
thians celibacy as preferable to marriage : hence som« 
religionists have inferred ihaX this holds good in respect 
of dl Christians. Now in many most important points, 
Christians of the present day are in the same condition 
as the Corinthians ; but they were liable to plunder, 
exile, and many kinds of bitter persecutions from their 
fellow-citizens ; and it appears that this was the very 
ground on which celibacy was recommended to them, 
as exempting them from many afflictions and tempta- 
tions which in such troublous times a family would 
entail ; since, as Bacon observes, ** He that hath a wife 
and children hath given pledges to fortune." Now, 
it is not, be it observed, on the intrinsic importance of 
this difference between them and us that the question 
turns ; but on its importance in re/enence to the advice 
given. 

On the other hand, suppose any one had, at the 
opening of the French revolution, or at any similar 
conjuncture, expressed apprehensions^ grounded on a 
review of history, of the d^iger of anarcny, bloodi^ed, 
destruction of social order, general corruption of morals, 
and the long train of horrors so vividly depicted by 
rhucydides as resulting from civil discord, especially 
in his account of the sedition at Corcyra ; it might have 
been answered, that the example does not apply, 
because there is a great difference between the Greeks 
in the time of Thucydides, and the nations of modem 
Europe. Many and great, no doubt, are the differences 
that might be enumerated : the ancient Greeks had not 
the use of fire-arms, nor of the mariner*s compass ; they 
were stran^rs to the art of printing ; their arts of war 
and of navigation, and their literature, were materially 
influence by these differences: they had domotstic 
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slaves ; they were inferior to us in many manniaetures; 
they excelled us in sculpture, &c., 8ic. The historian 
himself, while professing to leare a legacy of instruc- 
tion for future ages* in the examples of the nast, admits 
that the aspect of political transactions will vary from 
time to time in their particular forms and external 
character, as well as in the degrees in which the opera- 
tion of each principle mil, on different occasions, be 
displayed ;t but he contends, that " as lon^ as human 
nature remains the same,** like causes will come into 
play, and produce, substantially, like eflects. 

In Corey ra, and aftierwards m other of the Grecian 
states, such enormities, he says, were perpetrated as 
were the natural result-— oi pitiless oppression, and 
inordinate thirst for revenge on the oppressors ; — of a 
craving desire, in some, to get free trom their former 
poverty, and still more, in others, to gratify their 
avarice by unjust spoliation; — and of the removal 
of legal restraints from "the natural character of 
man," (7 avSponela ^aic) which, in consequence, 
'* eagerly displayed itself as too weak for passion, too 
strong for justice, and hostile to every supenor.'*t Now 
the question important to the argument, is, are the 
diflerences between the ancient Greeks, and moderh 
nations, of such a character as to make ^e remarks of 
Thucydides, and the examples he sets before us, inap- 
plicable ? or are they (as ne seems to have expected) 
merely such as to alter the external shape {eUoc) of the 

* Krijttaisiei 

f Tiyvdusva uht Koi M la6neva, tmav *H ATTH $YSI£ iv$p<i' 
mtv ri vloaKw Si, «at ftavxalrtpa, kuI tois ditoi SinXXayptivay cS; 2y, 
f(e. B. iii. § 83, 

X^vS' oiv Tji KtOicCpq rd iroXXti airtav ir^otroXn/iOTj, koI bitSaa C/S^ci 
pihfi^iuevoirb iKAtovfiafa^poo6v^,{tT:b Ttavrifv nnuplav vapaoxdv- 
TWfi M avTOitwdtteifOidpdffuap' irsvias^i T^sdtadviai irrakMidoviis 
nim, yAXiara i* av SiA "Kadovs ividvftaivvTts ra ntv iriXa; Ixov* irapii 
SiKTjv YiyvQaKoitv' ♦ ♦ ♦ • \vvTapa-xfiivTOi rt ro3 ^iow, li rbvKauf^ 
ToiFrov.f^ ir6XshKcUT&vv6ntov KpaiUcaaa^ iaSpwrtia fidffis, el(a9vta 
saivapti Toiifi>6iioviiSiKsiVid<tiihmiS^\u9ev &KpaiMiiiv ipY\% olaa» 
^ttaatav SiroiS itKoiovtVoXtpla ii rod npotxovroS' Thacyd. book 
ni, 160. 84. 
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tnnsactions springing from Bimilar human passionB « 
Surely no mere external diflerences in customs, or in tli« 
arts of life, between the ancient Greeks and the French 
(our supi)osed disputant might have urged) can produce 
an esaenttal 3Sid fundamental difference of results from 
any civil commotion : for thds, some new vital principle 
of action must be introduced and established in ike 
heart; — something capable of orer-ruling {h M^arrda 
fvaic) man's natural character. **As long as this 
remains the same," (l»f ^ atfTV ji, as the historian 
himself remarks,) substantially the same results may 
be looked for. 

Again, to take an instance from another class of po- 
litick a&iirs ; the manufacture of beet-sugar in France, 
instead of importing West-Indian sugar at a fourth of 
the price, (and to the English corn-laws nearly similar 
reasons will apply) and the prohibition, by the Ameri- 
cans, of Britisn manufactures, in order to encourage 
home-production, (t. e. the manufacture of inferior arti- 
cles at a much higher costj) &c. are reprobated as un- 
wise by some politicians, from the analogy of what 
takes place in private life ; in which every man of com 
mon prudence prefers buying, wherever he can get them 
cheapest and best, many commodities which he could 
make at home, but of inferior quality, and at a greater 
expense ; and confines his own labour to that depart- 
ment in which he finds he can labour to the best advan- 
tage. To this it is replied, that there is a great differ- 
ence between a nation and an individual. And so there 
is, in many circumstances : a little parcel of sugar oi 
doth from a shop, is considerably dinferentfrom a ship- 
load of either ; and again, a nation is an object more im- 
portant, and which fills the mind with a grander idea, 
than a nrivate individual ; it is also a more complex and 
artificim being ; and of indefinite duration of existence ; 
and moreover the transactions of each man, as far as he 
is left free, are regulated by the very person who is to 
be a gainer or loser by eadi — ^the individual himseJf .* 
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irho> though his vigilance is sharpened hy interest, and 
his judgment by exercise in his own department* may 
yet chance to be a man of confined education, possessed 
of no general principles, and not pretending to be versed 
in philosophical theories ; whereas the affairs of a State 
are regulated by a Congress, Chamber of Deputies, &c. 
consistmg perhaps of men of extensive reading and spe- 
culative nunds. Many othef striking differences might 
be enumerated ; but the question importantto theargu- 
menty is, does Uie expediency, in private life, of obtain- 
ing each commodity at the least cost, and of the bes* 
q^Kdity we can, depend on any of the circumstances ir 
which an individual differs from a community ? 

These instances may suffice to illustrate the impor- 
tance of considering attentively in each case, not, w:hat 
differences or resemblances are intrinsically the greatest, 
but, what are those i^at do, or that do not, aSect the 
argument Those who dp not fix their minds steadily 
on this question, when ai^uments of this class are em- 
ployed, will often be mi^ed in their own reasonings, 
and may easily* be deceived by a skilful sophist 

In fact it may be said almost without qualification 
that " Wisdom consists in the ready and accurate per- 
ception of Analogies." Without the former quality, 
knowledge of the past is nearly uninstructive : without 
the latter, it is deceptive* 

The argument from Contraries, {k^ havTiwf,) noticed 
by Aristotie, falls under the class I am now Argnmenta 
treating of ; as it is plain that Contraries ^o^ ^o^- 
must have something in common ; and it is *'*"*'• 
80 far forth only as ihey agree^ that they are thus 
employed in aigum^t Two things axe csdled " con- 
trary/' which, coming under the same class, are the 
most dissimifar in that class. Thus, virtue and vice are 
called contraries, as being, both, "moral habits," and 
the most dissimdlar of moral habits. Mere dissimilarity, 
it is evident, would not constitute contrariety : for^no 
(me would ^ay that virtue is contrary to a matiiema£[ca] 
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problem ; the two tiling haying nothing in cominoa 
In this then, as in other ftrgnments of the same class, 
We may infer that the two contrary terms have a similar 
relation to the saine third, or, respectively, to two 
corresponding (t. e. in this case, contrary) terms ; we 
may conjecture^ e, g. that since virtue may be acquired 
by education, so may vice ; or again, that since virtue 
leads to happiness, so does vice to misery. 

The phrase «* Parity of Reasoning," is commonly 
employed to denote Analogical Reasoning. 

This would be the proper place for an explanation of 
several points relative to *« Induction,** «* Analogy," &c 
which have been treated of in the Elements of Logic 
I have only to refer the reader therefore to that work, B 
iv. ch. 1 & 5 ; and Appendix, article " Experience. 
Real and § 8. Aristotle, in his Rketcric» has divided 
invented Examples into Meal and Invented : the one 
exampiei. jjgj^g j[yawn from actual matter of fact; the 
other, from a supposed case. And he remarks, that 
(hough the latter is more easily adduced, the former is 
more convincing. If however due care be taken, that 
the fictitious instance — the supposed case, adduced, be 
not wanting in probabilUy, it will often be no less 
convincing than the other. For it may so happen, that 
one, or even several, historical facts may be appealed 
to, which, being nevertheless exceptions to a general 
rule, will not prove the probability of the conclusion. 
Thus, from several known instances of ferocity in 
black tribes, we are not authorized to conclude, that 
blacks are universally, or generally, ferocious ; and in 
fact, many instances may be brought forward on the 
other side. Whereas in the sufmosed case, (instanced 
by Aristotle, as employed by Socrates,) of mariners 
choosing their steersman by lot, though we have ao 
reason to suppose such a case ever occurred, we see so 
plainly the probabilitifthatii it did occur, the lot mieht 
fall on an unskilful person, to the loss of the ship,tnat 
he argument has considerable weight against the 
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practice, so common in the ancient republics, of appoint- 
ing magistrates by lot. 

There is, however, this important differ- pictiuous 
ence ; that a fictitious case which has not cases must 
this intrinsic probability, has absolutely no bo probable, 
weiffht whatever; so that of course such arguments 
might be multiplied to -any amount without the smallest 
effect : whereas any matter of fact which is well esta- 

• blished, however unaccountable it may seem, has sonu 
degree of weight in reference to a parallel case ; and a 
sufficient number of such arguments may fairly establish 
a general rule, even though we may be unable, after 
all, to account for the alleged fact in any of the in« 
stances. E. G. no satisfactory reason has yet been 
assigned for a connexion between the absence of upper 
cutting teethi or of the presence of kornSy and rumina-' 
tion ; but the instances are so numerous and constant 
of this connexion, that no Naturalist would hesitate, if, 
on examination of a new species, he found those teeth 
absent, and the head homed, to pronounce the animal a 
ruminant. Whereas, on the other hand, the fable of 
the countryman who obtained from Jupiter the regula- 
tion of the weather, and in consequence found his crops 
fail, does not go one step towards proving the intended 
conclusion : because that consequence is a mere gratui- 
tous assumption without any probability to support it. 

■ In fact the assumption there, is not only gratuitous, but 
is in direct contradiction to experience ; for a gardener 
haSy to a certain degree, the command of rain and sun- 
shine, by the help of his watering-pots, glasses, hot- 
beds, and flues ; and the result is not the destruction of 
his crops. 

There is an instance of a like error in a tale of Cum- 
berland's, intended to prove the advantage of a public 
over a private education. He represents two brothers, 
educated on the two plans, respectively ; the former 
turning out very well, and the latter very ill : and had 
the whole been matter of fact, a sufficient number of 
7 
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such instances would have had weight as an argument; 
but as it is a fiction, and no reason is shown why the 
result should be such as represented, except the sup 
posed superiority of a pubhc education, the Argument 
involves a manifest petitio principiij and resembles the 
appeal made, in the well-known fable, to the picture of 
a man conquering a lion ; a result which might just as 
easily have been reversed, and which would have been 
so, had lions been painters. It is necessary, in short, 
to be able to maintain, either that such and such an 
event did actually take place, or that, under a certain 
hypothesis, it would be likely to take ^lace. 

Sappofled ^^ *^® ^^^^ ^*^^ ^* ^® important to ob* 
oases assert serve, with respect to any imaginary case, 
nothing. whether introduced as an argument, or mere- 
ly for the sake of explanation, that, as it is (according 
to what I have just said) requisite that the hypothesis 
should be conceivable^ and that the result supposed 
should follow naturally from it, so, nothing more is to 
be required. No fact being asserted, it is not fair that 
any should be denied. Yet it is very common to find 
persons, " either out of ignorance and infirmity, or out 
of malice and obstinacy," joining issue on the questioi^ 
whether this or that ever actu^ly took place ; and re- 
presenting the whole controversy as turning on the 
literal truth of something that had never been affirmed 
[See treatise on Fallacies, ch. iii. § " Irrelevant conclu- 
sion :•» of which tbis is a case.] To obviate this mis- 
take more care must be taken than would at first sight 
seem necessary, to remind the hearers that you are 
merely supposing a case, and not asserting any fact : 
especially when (as it frequently happens) the supposed 
case 18 one which might actually occur, and perhaps 
does occur. 

I can well sympathize with the contempt mingled 
with indignation expressed by Cicero against certain 
philosophers who found fault with Plato for having, in 
% case he proposes, alluded to tiie fabulous ring of 



ClEA»n. §a] OF CONVICTION. $$ 

Gypes, which had the virtue of making the wearer in- 
visible. They had found out, it seems, that there never 
was any such ring * 

It is worth observing, that Arguments from Exam* 
pie, whether real or invented, are the most easily com- 
prehended by the young and the uneducated ; because 
they facilitate the exercise of abstraction; a i>ower 
which in such hearers is usually the most imperfect. 
This mode of reasoning corresponds to a geometrical 
demonstration by means of a diagram ; in which the 
figure placed before the learner, id an individualy em- 
pk)yed, as he soon comes to perceive, as a sign, though 
not an arbitrary sign,t representing the wnole class. 
The al^ebratc signs again, are arbitrary ; each character 
not being itself an individual of the class it represents. 
These last therefore correspond to the abstract terms of 
a language. 

Under the head of Invei^ted Example, a Fable and 
distinction is drawn by Anstotle, between iUustration. 
Parabola and Logos. From the instances he gives, it 
is plain that the former corresponds (not to Parable, iti 
the sense in which we use the word, derived from that 
of Parabola in the Sacred Writers, but) to Illustration ; 
the latter to Fable or Tale. In the former, an allusion 
onhr is made to a case easily supposable ; in the latter, 
a fictitious story is narrated. Thus, in his instance 
above cited, of Illustration, if any one, instead of a mere 

* Atque hoc loco, philosophi qtiidam, minime mali ill! qnidem, 
sed non satis acuti, nctam et commenticiam fabulam prolatam di- 
ount a Platone : quasi vero ille, aut factum id ease, aut fieri potuisse 
defendat. Hasc est vis higus annuli et hujus exempli, si nemo sei> 
turns, nemo ne suspicaturus quidem sit, cum aliquid, diritiarum, 
potedfiae, dominationis, libidinisrcaussa feceris— si id diis homini* 
Jbnsque futurum sit semper i^^notum, sisne facturus. Negant id 
fieri posse. Quanc[uam potest id quidem ; sed qussro, quod negant 
posse, id si posset, quidnam faeerent 1 Urgent rustice sane : 
negant enim posse, et in eo perstant. Hoc verbaoa quid valeat, 
non Tident. Cum enim quaerimus, si possint celare, quid facturi 
lint, non quserimus, possintno celare, &c. (Cic. de Off. b. ili. c. 9.) 

t The words, written or spoken, of any languap;e, are arbitrary 
•igns; the charactera of picture*writing or hieroglyphic, ar« 
m&turat signs. 
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allusion, should relate a tale, of mariners choosing a 
steersman by lot, and being wrecked in consequence, 
Aristotle would evidently nave placed that under the 
head of Logos. The other method is of course prefera- 
ble, from its brevity, whenever the allusion can be readi- 
ly understood : and accordingly it is common, in the 
case of well'knovm fables, to allude to, instead of narrat- 
ing, them. That, e. g. of the horse and the stag, which 
he gives, would, in the present day, be rather alluded 
to than told, if we wished to dissuade a people from call- 
ing in a too powerful auxiliary. It is evident that a 
like distinction might have been made in respect of his- 
torical examples ; those cases which are well known, 
being often merely alluded to, and not redhed. 
Fable The word "fable" is at present generally 

»nd tale. limited to those fictions in which the resem- 
blance to the matter in question is not direct, but analo- 
gic^ ; the other class being called novels, tales, &c 
Those resemblances are (as Dr. A. Smith has observed) 
the most striking, in which the things compared are of 
the most dissimuar nature ; as is the case m what we 
call fables ; and such accordingly are generally prefer- 
red for argumentative purposes, both from that circum- 
stance itself, and also on account of the greater brevity 
which is, for that reason, not only allowed but required 
in them.* For a fable spun out to a great length be- 
comes an allegorv, which generally satiates and dis. 
{^sts ; on the other hand, a fictitious tale, having a 
more direct, and therefore less striking resemblance to 
reality, requires that an^ interest in the events and per- 
sons should be created by a longer detail, without which 
it would be insipid. The fable cf the Old Man and the 
Bundle of Sticks, compared with the Iliad, may serve to 
exemplify what has been said : the moral conveyed by 
each being the same, viz., the strength acquired by un- 
ion, and the weakness resulting from division ; the lat- 

* A noTel or tale may b« compared to a picture } afabla, to • d» 
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ter fiction would be perfectly insipid if conveyed in « 
few lines ; the former, in twenty-four books, insup- 
portable. 

Of the various uses, and of the real or appafent re- 
futation, of Examples, (as well as of other arguments,) 
I shall treat hereafter; but it^ay be worth while here 
to observe, that I have been speaking of Example as a 
kind of Argument, and with a view therefore to that 

Surpose alone ; though it often happens that a resem- 
lance, either direct, or analogical, is introduced for 
other purposes ; viz. not to prove any thing, but either 
to illustrate and explain one's meaning, (which is the 
strict etymological use of the word illustration,) or to 
amuse the fancy by ornament of language : in which 
case it is usually called a similie : as, for instanee, when 
a person whose fortitude, forbearance, and other such 
virtues, are called forth by persecutions and afflictions, 
is compared to those herbs which give out their fra- 
grance on being bruised. It is of course most impor- 
tant to distinguish, both in our own compositions and 
those of others, between these different purposes. I 
shall accordingly advert to this subject in me course of 
the following chapter. 



Chap. IIL — Of the various use and order of the several 
kinds of Propositions and of Arguments in different 
cases. 

§ 1. The first rule to be observed is, that Argumenja 
it should be considered, whether the princi- vf Confuta- 
pal object of the discourse be, to give satis- **°^^i ^^ 
faction to a candid mind lad convey in- ** ^ **" 
struction to those who are ready to receive it, or to 
compel the assent, or silence the objections, of an oppo- 
nent For, cases may occur, in which the arguments 
to be employed with most effect will be different, ac- 
cording as it is the one or the other of these objects thai 
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we are aiming at. It will often happen that of the two 
great classes into which Arguments were divided, the 
•* a priori " or Argument from cause to eflfect, will he 
principally employed when the chief object is to instruct 
the learner, and the other class, when our aim is to re- 
fute the opponent. And to whatever class the argu- 
ments we resort to may belong, the general tenour of 
the reasoning will, in many respects, be affected by the 
present consideration. The distinction in question is 
nevertheless in general little attended to. It is usual to 
call an argument, simply, strong or weaky without re- 
ference to the purpose for which it is designed ; where- 
as the ar^ments which afford the mosXsat^f action to a 
candid mmd, are often such as would have less weight 
in controversy than many others, which again would be 
lesBsuitablefor the former purpose. E. G. There are 
some of the internal evidences of Christianity which, in 
eeneraJ, are the most satisfactory to a believer's mind, 
but are not the most striking in the refutation of unbe- 
lievers : the arguments from analogy on the other hand, 
which are (in refuting objections) the most unanswera' 
hie, are not so pleasing and consolatory. 

My meaning cannot be better illustrated than by an 
instance referred to in that incomparable specimen of 
reasoning. Dr. Paley's Hotcb Paulines. "When we 
take into our hands the letters,*' {viz. Paul's Epistles,) 
" which the suffrage and consent of antiquity hath thus 
transmitted to us, the first thing that strikes our atten- 
tion is the air of reality and business, as well as of 
seriousness and conviction, which pervades the whole. 
Let the sceptic read them. If he be not sensible of 
these qualities in them, the argument can have no 
weight with him. If he be ; if he perceive in almost 
every page the language of a mind actuated by real 
occasions, and operating upon real circumstances; 1 
would wish it to be observed, that ihe proof which 
arises from this perception is not to be deemed occult or 
imaginary, because it is incapable of being drawn on? 
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in words, or of being conveyed to the apprebension of 
the reader in any other ,way, than by sending him to 
the books themselves."* 

There is also a passage in Dr. A. Smith's Tluoi-y of 
Moral Sentiments, which illustrates very happily one 
of the applications of the principle in question. " Some- 
times we have occasion to defend the propriety of 
observing the general rules of justice, by the considera- 
tion of meir necessity to the support of society. We 
frequently hear the young and the licentious ridiculing 
the most sacred rules of morality, and professing;, some- 
times from the corruption, but more frequently from the 
vanity of their hearts, the most abominable maxims of 
conduct. Our indignation rouses, and we are eager to 
refute and expose such detestable principles. But 
though it is their intrinsic hatefulness and detestable- 
uess which originally mflames us against them, we are 
unwilling to assign this as the sole reason why we 
condemn them, or to pretend that it is merely because 
we ourselves hate and detest them. The reason, we 
think, would not appear to be conclusive. Yet, why 
should it not ; if we hate and detest them because they 
are the natural and proper objects of hatred and detes- 
tation ? But when we are asked why we should not 
act in such or such a manner, the very question seems 
to suppose that, to those who ask it, this manner of 
acting does not appear to be so for its own sake the 
natural and proper object of those sentiments. We must 
flhow them, therefore, that it ought to be so for the sake 
of something else. Upon thisUccount we generally cast 
about for other arguments, and the consideration which 
first occurs to us, is the disorder and confusion of society 
which would result from the universal prevalence of 
such practices. We seldom fail, therefore, to insist 
upon this topic."t 

It may serve to illustrate what has been just said, to 
remark that our judgment of the character of any indi- 

* p. 403. t Part ii. 93C. ii. pp. 151, 153. vol. i. ed. 1813. 
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vidual is often not originally derived firom such circum- 
stances as we should assign, or could adequately set 
forth in language, in justification of onr opinion. 
When we undertake to ^iv6 our reasons for thinking 
that some individual, with whom we are personally 
acquainted, is, or is' not, a gentleman — a man of tciste 
— humane — puhlic-spirited, &c. we of course appeal to 
his conduct., or his distinct avowal of his own senti- 
ments; and if these furnish sufficient proof of our 
assertions, we are admitted to have given good reasoris 
for our opinion : but it may be still doubted whether 
these were, in the first instance at least, our reasons, 
which led us to form that opinion. If we carefully and 
candidly examine our own mind, we shall generally find 
that our judgment was, originally, (if not absolutely 
decided,) at least strongly influenced, by the person*s 
looks — ^tones of voice — gestures — choice of expressions, 
and the like ; which, if stated as reasons for forming a 
conclusion, would in general appear frivolous, merely 
because no language is competent adequately to describe 
them ; but which are not necessarily insufficient grounds 
for beginning at least to form an opinion; since it ia 
notorious that there are many acute persons who are 
seldom deceived in such indications of character. 

In all subjects indeed, persons unaccustomed to 
writing or discussion, but possessing natural sagacity, 
and experience in particular departments, have been 
observed to be generally unable to give a satisfactory 
reason for their judgments, even on points on which 
they are actually very good judges.* This is a defect 
which it is the business of education (especially the 
present branch of it) to surmount or diminish. Aftei 
all, however, in some subjects, no language can 
adequately convey (to the inexperienced at least) all 
the mdications which influence the judgment of an acute 
and practised observer And hence it has been justly 
and happily remarked, that, " he must be an indiffercnl 

♦ See Aristotle's Ethics, B. vi. 
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physician, who never takes any step for which he 
cannot assign a satisfactory reason.'* 

§ 2. It is a point of great importance to Presump 
decide in each case, at the outset, in your tion and 
own mind, and clearly to point out to the ^""i®"* •' 
hearer, as occasion may serve, on which side ^™° * 
the presumption lies, and to which belongs the [onu^ 
probandi] burden Qf proof. For though it may often 
be expedient to bring forward more proofs than can be • 
fairly demanded of you, it is always desirable, when 
tbis is the case, that it should be known, and that the 
strength of the cause should be estimated accordingly. 

According to the most correct use of the term, a 
" Presumption " in favour of any supposition, means, 
not (as has been sometimes erroneously imagined) a 
preponderance of probability in its favour, but, such a 
preoccupation of tibe ground, as implies that it must 
•tand good till some sufficient reason is adduced against 
It ; in short, that the burden of proof lies on the side of 
him who would dispute it. 

Thuji, it is a well-known principle of the law, that 
every man (including a prisoner brought up for trial) 
is te be presumed innocent till his guilt is established. 
This does not, of course, mean that we are to take for 
granted he is innocent"; for if that were ' the case, he 
would be entitled to immediate liberation : nor does it 
mean that it is antecedently more likely than not that he 
. is innocent ; or, that the majority of these brought to 
trial are so. It evidently means only that the " burden 
of proof" lies with the accusers ; — that he is not to be 
called on to prove his innocence, or to be dealt with as 
a criminal till he has done so ; but that they are to bring 
Iheir charges against him, which if he can repel, he 
stands acquitted. 

Thus again, there is a " presumption " in favour of 

the right of any individuals or boaies-corporate to the 

property of which they are in actual possession : this 

does not mean that they are, or are not, likely to be th« 

8 
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Tghtful owners: but merelj^jthat no man is to be dia* 
turbed in his possessions till some claim against hiu 
shall be established. He is not to be called, on to prove 
his right ; but the claimant, to disprove it ; on whom 
consequently the " burden of proof "lies. 
Importance A moderate portion of common-sense will 
of deciding enable any one to perceive, and to show, on 
JweTiies the which side the presumption lies, when once 
onus pro- his attention is called to this question; 
bandi. though, for want of attention, it is often 

overlooked : and on the determination of this question 
the whole character of a discussion will often very 
much depend. A body of troops may be perfectly 
adequate to the defence of a fortress against any attack 
that may be made on it ; and yet, if, ignorant of the 
advantage they possess, tiiey sally forth into the open 
field to encounter the enemy, they may suffer a repulse. 
At any rate, even if strong enough to act on the offen- 
sive, they ought still to keep possession of their fortress. 
In like manner, if you have the ** Presumption " on youi 
side, and can but refute all the arguments brought 
against you, you have, for the present at least, gained a 
victory; but if you abandon this position, by suffering 
this Presumption to be forgotten, which is in fact leaving 
out one ofy perhapsy your strongest arguments, you may 
appear to be making a feeble attack, instead of a trium- 
phant defence. 

Such an obvious case as one of those just stated, will 
serve to illustrate this principle. Let any one imagine 
a perfectly unsupported accusation of some offence to 
be brought against himself ; and then let him imagine 
himself — ^instead of replying (as of course he would do) 
by a simple denial, and a defiance of his accuser to 
Ijrove the charge — setting himself to establish a nega- 
tive — taking on himself the burden of proving his own 
innocence, by collecting all the circumstances indicative 
of it that he can muster : and the result would be, in 
many cases, that this evidence would fall far short o/ 
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establishing a oert&Ii/iy, and might even have* the effect 
of raising a suspicion against him ; he haying in fact 
kept out of si^ht the important circumstance, that these 
probabilities m one scale, though of no great weight 
perhaps in themdelves, are to be weighed against abso- 
lutely nothing in the other scale. 

The following are a few of the cases in which it iff 
important, though very easy, to point out where the 
Presumption lies. 

There is a Presumption in favour of every Presump- 
existing instiiVLtion. M2[nyofthese(weWl ^on in te- 
suppose, the majority) may be susceptible of JS^^ii^ 
alteration for the better : but still the " Bur- tuUon*. 
den of proof " lies with him who proposes an alteration ; 
simply, on the ground that since a change is not a good 
in itself, he who demands a change should show cause 
for it. No one is called on (though he may find it ad- 
visable) to defend an existing institution, till some ar- 
gument is adduced against it : and that argument ought 
m fairness to prove, not merely an actual inconvenience 
but the possibility of a change for the better. 

Every book again, as well as person, ought p,est,nip 
to be presumed harmless (and consequently tion of in 
the copy-right protected by our courts) till nocence. 
something is proved a^inst it. It is a hardship to re- 
quire a man to prove, either of bis book, or of nis pri 
vate life, that there is no ground for any accusation ; 
or else to be denied the protection of his country. The 
Burden of proof, in each case, lies fairly on the accuser. 
I cannot but consider therefore as utterly-unreasonable 
the decisions (which some years ago excited so much 
attention) to refuse the interference of the Court of 
Chancery in cases of piracy, whenever there was eveo 
any doubi whether the book pirated might not contain 
something of an immoral tendency. 

There is a "Presumption" against any presumi)- 
thing paradoxical, i. e. contrary to the pre- tionagainw 
failing opinion : it may be true ; but the * ^ ®*' 
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Burden of proof lies with him who maintains it ; since 
men are not to be expected to abandon the prevailing 
belief till some reason is shown. 

Hence it is, probably, that many are accustomed to 
apply " paradox '* as if it were a term of reproach, an4 
implied absurdity or falsity. But correct use is in 
favour of the etymological sense. If a Paradox is un- 
supported, it can claim no attention ; but if false, it 
should be censured on that ground ; not for being new. 
If true, it is the more important, for being a truth not 
generally admitted. " Interdum vulgus rectum videt ; 
est ubi peccat." Yet one often hears a charge of " para- 
dox and nonsense" brought forward, as ii there were 
some close connexion between the two. And indeed, 
in one sense this is the case ; for to those who are too 
dull, or too prejudiced to admit any notion at variance 
with those they have been used to entertain (jrapd, 
dd^av,) that may appear nonsensiB, which to otibers is 
sound sense. Thus " Christ crucified " was " to the 
Jews, a stumbling-block," (paradox,) "and to the 
Greeks, foolishness ;" because the one " required a 
sign *' of a different kind from any that appeared ; and 
the others " sought after wisdom " in their schools of 
philosophy. 

christi- Accordingly there was a Presumption 

anity. against the Gospel in its first announcement. 

A Jewish peasant claimed to be the promised deliverer, 
in whom all the nations of the earth were to be blessed. 
The burden gf proof lay with him. No one could be 
fairly called on to admit his pretensions till He shewed 
cause for believing in Him. If He "had not done 
among them the works which none other man did, they 
had not had sin." 

Now, the case is reversed Christianity exists; and 
those who. deny the divine origin attributed to it, are 
bound to show some reasons for assigning to it a human 
origin : not indeed to prove that it did originate in this 
or that way, without supernatural aid ; but to point oul 
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0ome conceivable way in which it mi^ht have so arisen. 
It is indeed highly expedient to bnng forward eri- 
dences to establish the divine origin of Christianity, 
but it ought to be more carefully kept in mind than is 
done by most writers, that all this is an argument " ex 
abundant!," as the phrase is — over and above t^hat can 
fairly be called for, till some hypothesis should be fram- 
ed, to account for the origin of Christianity by human 
means. The burden of proof now lies plainly on him 
who rejects the Gospel : which, if it were not establish- 
ed by miracles, demands an explanation of the greater 
miracle— its having been established, in defiance of all 
opposition, by human contrivance.* 

The burden of proof, again, lay on the The Rofot 
authors of the Reformation : they were bound mation. 
to show cause for every change they advocated ; and 
they admitted the fairness of this requisition, and ac- 
cepted the challenge. But they were not bound to show 
cause for retaining what they left unaltered. The pre- 
sumption was, in those points, on their side ; and they 
had only to reply ta objections. This important dis- 
tinction is often lost sight of, by those who look at the 
«* doctrines, &c.,of the Church of England as constitut- 
ed at the Reformation," in the mass, without distin- 
guishing the altered from the unaltered parts. The 
framersof the Articles kept this in mind in uieir expres- 
sion respecting infant-baptism, that it " ought by all 
means to be retained" They did not introduce the 
practice, but left it as they found it ; considering the 
burden to lie on those who denied its existence in the 
primitive church, to show when it did arise. 

The case of Episcopacy is exactly parallel: but 
Hooker seems to have overlooked this advantajge : he 
sets himself to prove the apostolic origin of the institu- 
tion, as if his task had been to introduce it. Whatever 
force there may be in arguments so adduced, it is plain 
they must have far more force if the important presump. 
lion be kept in view, that the institution had notoriously 
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existed many a^es, and that consequently, even if there 
had been no direct evidence for its being coeval with 
Christianity, it might fairly be at least supposed to be 
so, till some other period should be pointed out at which 
it had bo^n introduced as an innovation. 
Tradition. ^^ ^^® case of 3Xij doctrines again, pro- 
fessing to be essential parts of the Gospel- 
revelation, the iaiT preswn^ion is, that we shall find all 
such distinctly declared in Scripture. And again, in re- 
spect of commands or prohibitions as to any point, which 
our Lord or his Apostles did deliver, there is a presump- 
tion that Christians^ are bound to comply. If any one 
maintains on the ground of tradition the necessity of 
some additional article of faith, (as for instance that of 
purgatory) or the propriety of a departure from the New 
Testament precepts (as for instance in the denial of the 
cup to the laity in the eucharist) the burden of proof lies 
with him. We are not called on to prove that there is 
no tradition to the purpose ; — inuch less, that no tradition 
can have any weight at all in any case. It is for him 
to prove, not merely generall}r, that there is such a thing 
as tradition, and that it is entitled to respect, but that 
there is a tradition relative to each of the points which 
he thus maintains ; and that such tradition is, in each 
point, sufficient to establish that point For want of 
observins; this rule, the most vague and intermmable 
disputes have often been carried on respecting Tradition, 
generally. 

It should be sdso remarked under this head, that in 
any one question the Presumption will often be found 
to lie on different sides, in respect of different parties. 
E. G, In the question between a member of the Church 
of England and a Presbyterian, or member of any other 
church, on which side does the Presumption lie ? Evi- 
dently, to each, in favour of the religious community to 
which he at present belongs. He is not to separate 
from the church of which he is a member, without hav • 
mg some sufficient reason to allege. 
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It is worth remarking, that a Presumption Transfer ' 
may be rebutted by an opposite Presumption, ring the 
so as to shift the burden of proof to the other burden of 
side. E. G. Suppose you had advised the ^^° ' 
removal of some existing restriction : you might be, in 
the first instance, called on to take the burden of proof, 
and allege your reasons for the change, on the ground 
that there is a Presumption against every change. But 
you might fairly reply, « True, but tiiere is another 
Presumption which rebuts the former ; every restriction 
is in itself an evil ;* and therefore there is a presump- 
tion in favour of its removaJ, unless it can be shewn 
necessary for prevention of some greater evil : I am not 
bound to allege any specific inconvenience ; if the re- 
striction is unnecessary, that is reason enough for its 
abolition : its defenders therefore are fairly called on to 
prove its^iecessity." 

In one of Lord Dudley*8 (lately published) prosump 
letters to Bishop Copleston, of the date of tion againtt 
1814, he adduces a presumption against the ^®<f*®- 
science of Logic, that it was sedulously cultivated dur- 
ing the dark periods when the intellectual powers of 
mankind seemed nearly paralysed — ^when no discoveries 
were made, and when various errors were wide- spread 
and deep-rooted; and that when the mental activity of 
the world revived, and philosophical inquiry flourished, 
and bore its fruits, logical studies fell into decay and 
contempt. To many minds this would appear a decisive 
argument The author himself was too acute to see 
more in it than — what it certainly is — a fair Presump- 
tion. And he would probably have owned that it migat 
be met by a counter-presumption. 

When any science or pursuit has been unduly and 
unwisely followed, to the neglect of others, and has 
even been intruded into their province, we may presume 
that a re-action will be likely to ensue, and an equally 
txceosive contempt, or dread, or abhorrence, to succeed 
* floe " Charges and other Tracts,** p. 447. 
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.And the same kind of re-action occurs in every depart* 
ment of life. It is thus that the thraldom of gross su- 
perstition and tyrannical priestcraft have so often led to 
irreligion. It is thus that " several valuable medicines, 
which when first mtroduced, were proclaimed, each as 
a panacea, infalhble in the most opposite disorders, fell, 
consequently, in many instances, for a time, into total 
disuse : though afterwards they were established in theii 
just estimation, and employed conformably to their real 
properties."* 

So, it might have been said, in the present case, the 
mistaken and absurd cultivation of Logic during ages 
of great, intellectual darkness, might be expected to 
produce, in a subsequent age of comparative li^ht, an 
association in men's minds, of Logic, with the idea of 
apathetic ignorance, prejudice, and adherence to error ; 
so that the legitimate uses and just value of Logic, 
supposing it to have any, would be likely to be scorn» 
fully overlooked. Our ancestors, it might have been 
said, having neglected to raise fresh crops of com, and 
contented themselves with vainly thrashing over and 
over again the same straw, and winnowing the same 
chaflf, it might be expected that their descendants would, 
for a time, regard the very operations of thrashing and 
winnowing with contempt, and would attempt to grind 
corn, chaff, and straw, all together. 

Such might have been, at that time,t a statement o 
the counter-presumptions on this point. 

♦ Elements of Logic, Pref. p. Tiii. 

t It is a curious circumstance that the very person to whom that 
letter was addressed should have lived to witness so great a change 
of public opinion brought about — in a great degree through hxs otrn 
tnttrumentalitf— within the short interval between the writing ot 
that letter and its publication, (indeed within a small portion of that 
abort interval,) that the whole ground of the presumption alluded 
to has been completely cut away. During that interval the Articl* 
on L^gic in the Encyclopaedia MetropoUtana was, with his aid, 
drawn up j and attracted so much attention as to occasion its pub* 
lication in a separate volume, of which the eighth edition is now 
before the English public ; each edition having been larger than 
the preceding : besides reprints of the treatise in America, wher« 
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It might be hastily ima^ned that there is no j 

necessarily an advantage in having the pre- sary advan- 
sumption on one side, and the burden of gjf ® ^J **** 
proof on the adversary's. But it is often which the 
much the reverse. E. G, « In no other g^^ ^ef" 
instance perhaps," (says Dr. Hawkins, in 
his valuable Essay on Tradition,) " besides that of 
religion, do m^n commit the very illogical mistake, of 
first cauvassing all the objections against any particular 
system whose pretensions to truth they would examine, 
before they consider the direct arguments in its favour." 
(P. 82.) But why, it may be asked, do they make such 
a mistake in this case ? An answer which I think 
would apply to a large proportion of such persons, is 
this: because a man having been brought up in a 
Christian country, has lived perhaps among such as 
have been accustomed from their mfancy to take for 
granted the truth of their religion, and even to regard 
an uninquiring assent as a mark of commendable/aii^ ; 
and hence he has probably never even thought of pro- 
posing to himself the question — ^Why should I receive 
Christianity as a divine revelation ? Christianity being 
nothing r^ew to him, and the presumption being in favour 
of it, while the burden of proof lies on its opponents, 
he is not stimulated to seek reasons for believing it, till 
he finds it controverted. And when it is controverted 
— when an opponent urges — How do you reconcile 
this, and that, and the other, with the idea of a divine 
revelation, these objections strike by their novelty — by 
their being opposed to what is generally received. He 
is thus excited to inquiry j which he sets about — natu- 
rally enough, but very unwisely — by seeking for 
answers to all these objections : and fancies that unless 

it Is in use I believe in every college Jthroughout the United Statea , 
and besides sundry abridgments and elementary works more or 
less borrowed from that Article. Certainly if Lord Dudley were 
N«w Living, he would not speak of the general neglect and contempt 
of Logic ; though every branch of Science. Philosophy and LiterA^ 
tare have flourished during the interval. 
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they can all be satisfactorily solved, he ought not to 
receive the religion. " As if, (says the Author already 
cited) there could not be truth, and truth supported by 
irrefragable arguments, and yet at the same time obnox- 
ious to objections, numerous, plausible, and by no means 
easy of solution." " There are objections (said Dr. 
Johnson) against a plenum and objections against a 
vacuum ; but one of them must be true.'* He adds that 
" sensible men really desirous of discovering the truth, 
will perceive that reason directs ihem to examine first 
the argument in fatour of that side of the question, 
where the first presumption of truth appears. And the 
presumption is manifestly in favour of that religious 
creed already adopted by the country . . . Their very 
earliest inquiry therefore must be into the direct argu- 
ments, for the authority of that book on which theii 
country rests its religion." 

But reasonable as such a procedure is, there is, as i 
have said, a strong temptation, and one which should be 
carefully guarded against, to adopt tbe.opposite course : 
to attend first to the objections which are brought 
against what is established, and which, for that very 
reason, rouse the mind from a state of apathy. Accor- 
dingly, I have not found that this " very illogical mis- 
take" is by any means peculiar to the case of religion. 

When Christianity was first preached, the state oJ 
things was reversed. The Presumption was against it, 
as being a novelty. " Seeing that all these things 
cannot be spoken against, ye ought to be quiet," was a 
sentiment which favoured an indolent acquiescence in 
the old Pagan worship. The stimulus of novelty was 
all on the side of those who came to overthrow this, by 
a new religion. The first inquiry of any one who ai 
all attended to the subject, must have been, not — What 
are the objections to Christianity.' — but on what 
grounds do these men call on me to receive them as 
divine messengers ? And the same appears to be the 
case with those Polynesians among whom our mission- 
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aries are labouring : they begin by inquiring — " Why 
should we receive this religion ?" And those of them 
accordingly who have embraced it, appear to be Chris- 
tians on a much more rational and deliberate conviction 
than many among us, even of those who, in general 
maturity of intellect and civilisation, are advanced con- 
siderably beyond those Islanders. 

I am not depreciating the inestimable advantages of a 
religious education ; but, pointing out the peculiar temp- 
tations which accompany it The Jews and Pagans had, 
in their early prejudices, greater difficulties to surmount 
than ours ; but they were difficulties of a different kind.* 

Thus much may suffice to show the importance of 
taking this prelimmary view of the state of each ques- 
tion to be discussed. 

§ 3. Matters of opinion, (as they are call- Matters of 
ed; I. e. where we are not said properly to Fact and of 
know but to judge,) are established chiefly Op**"<>'*- 
by Antecedent-probability, (Arguments of tne first class, 
viz. from Cause to Effect :) though the Testimony («. e. 
authority) of wise men is also admissible : past Facts, 
chiefly by Signs, of various kinds ; (that term, it must 
be remembered, including Testimony ;) and future 
events, by Antecedent-probabilities, and Examples. 

Example, however, is not excluded from the proof of 
matters of Opinion ; since a man's judgment in one case, 
may be aided or corrected by an appeal to his judgment 
in another similar case. It is in this way that we are 
directed, by the highest authority, to guide our judgment 
in those questions in which we are most liable to de- 
ceive ourselves; viz. what, on each occasion, ought to 
be our conduct towards another; we are directed to 
frame for ourselves a similar supposed case, by imagin- 
ing ourselves to change places with our neighbour, and 
then considering how, in that case, we should, in fair- 
aess expect to be treated. 

This however, which is the true use of the celebrated 
* Logic, Appendix. 
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precept " to do as we would be done by," is often over- 
looked ; and it is spoken of as if it were a rule designed 
to supersede all other moral maxims, and to teach us the 
intrinsic character of Right and Wrong. This absurd 
mistake may be one cause why the precept is so much 
more talked of than attempted to be applied. For it 
could not be applied with any good result by one who 
should have no notions already formed of what is just 
and unjust. To take one instance out of many ; if he 
had to decide a dispute between two of his neighbours, 
he would be sure that each was wishing for a decision 
in his own favour ; and he would be at a loss therefore 
how to comply with the precept in respect of either, 
without violating it in respect of the other. The true 
meaning of the precept plainly is, that you should do 
to another, not necessarily what you would wish, but 
what you would expect as fair and reasonable, if you 
were in his place. This evidently presupposes that 
you have a knowledge of what is fair and reasonable : 
and the precept then furnishes a formula for the apph- 
cation of this knowledge in a case where you would be 
liable to be blinded by self-partiality. 

A very good instance of an argument drawn from a 
*' parallel case " in which most men's judgments would 
lead them aright, I have met with in a memoir of Roger 
Williams, a settler in North America in the 17th cen- 
tury, who was distinguished as a zealous missionary 
among the Indians, and also as an advocate of the then 
unpopular doctrine of religious liberty, 

" He was at all times and under all changes, the un- 
daunted champion of religious freedom. It was speedi- 
ly professed by him on nis arrival among those who 
sought in America a refuge from persecution; and 
strange as it may seem, it was probably the first thing 
that excited the prejudices of the Massachusetts and 
Plymouth rulers against him. He was accused of carry^ 
ing this favourite doctrine so far, as to exempt from 
pu nishment any cri mi «al who pleaded conscience. But 
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let his own words exculpate him from this charge. 
• That ever I should speak or write a tittle that tends to 
such an infinite liberty of conscience, is a mistake, and 
Vhich I have ever disclaimed and abhorred To pre- 
vent such mistakes, I at present shall only propose this 
case. There goes many a ship to sea with many hun- 
dred souls in one ship, whose weal and woe is common ; 
and is a true picture of a commonwealth, or an human 
combination or society. It hath fallen out, sometimes, 
that both Papists and Protestants, Jews and Turks, may 
be embarked into one ship. Upon which supposal,! 
affirm that all the liberty of conscience, that ever 1 
pleaded for, turns upon these two hinges, that none of 
the Papists, Protestants, Jews, or Turks, be forced to 
come to the ship's prayers, nor compelled from their 
own particular prayers, or worship, if they practise any. 
I further add, that I never dented, that notwithstanding 
this liberty, the commander of this ship ought to com- 
mand the ship's course; yea, and also command that 
justice, peace, and sobriety be kept and practised, both 
among the seamen and all the passengers. If any of 
the seamen refuse to perform their service, or passen- 
gers to pay their freight 5 if any refuse to help in persoL 
or purse, toward the common charges or defence ; if 
any refuse to obey the common laws and orders of the 
ship concerning their common peace or preservation ; 
if any shall mutiny and rise up against their comman- 
ders and officers, if any should preach or write, that 
there ought to be no commanders nor -officers, because 
all are equal in Christ, therefore no masters nor officers, 
no laws nor orders, no corrections nor punishments, I 
say I never denied but m such cases, whatever is pre- 
tended, the commander or commanders may judge, re- 
sist, compel, and punish such transgressors, according 
to their deserts and merits.' " 

It happens more frequently than not, how- Expianat» 
ever, that, when in the discussion of matters ry Exam- 
of Opinion, an Example is introduced, it is ^ 
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designed, not for Ai^ument, but, strictly speaking, for 
illustration; — not to prove the proposition in question, 
but to make it more clearly understood ; e. g. the Pro- 
position maintained by Cicero {de Off. book iii.) is what 
may be accounted a matter of Opinion ; viz, that " noth- 
ing is expedient which is dishonourable ;" when then 
he adduces the exaniple of the supposed design of 
Themistocles to burn the allied fleet, which he main- 
tains, in contradiction to Ajistides, would have been in- 
expedient, because unjust, it is manifest, that we must 
understand the instance brought forward as no more 
than an fllustration of the general principle he intends 
to establish ; since it would be a plain begging of the 
question to argue from a particular, assertion, which 
could only be admitted by those who assented to the 
general principle. 

It is important to distinguish between these two uses 
of Example ; that, on the one hand we may not be led 
to mistake for an Argument such a one as the fore- 

foing ; and that on the other hand, we may not too 
astiiy charge with sophistry him who adduces such a 
one simply with a view to explanation. 

Our Lord's Parables are mostiy of the explanatory 
Tjind. His discourses generally indeed are but little ar 
gumentative. " He taught as one having authority ;" 
stating and explaining his doctrines, and referring for 
roof to his actions. " The works that I do in my 
_|'athefs namei they bear witness of me.** 
Illustration ^^ l"^ ^^^^ ^^ ^^® greatest consequence to dis- 
and Simile tinguish between Examples (of the invented 
distinguish- kind) properly so called — i. e. which have the 
force of Arguments — and Comparisons intro- 
duced for the ornament of style, in the form, either of Si- 
mile, as it is called, or Metaphor. - Not only is an inge» 
nious comparison often mistaken for a proof, though it be 
such as, when tried by the rules laid down here and in 
the treatise on Logic, afford* no proof at all ;♦ but also, 
* The pleasure derived from taking in the author's meaninff. 
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on the other hand, ^ real and valid digument is not un- 
frequently considered merely as an ornament of Style, 
if it happen to be such as to produce that effect ; though 
there is evidently no reason why that should not be fair 
Analogical Reasoning, in which the new idea introduc 
ed by the Analogy chances to be a sublime or a pleas- 
ing one. E. G. *< The efficacy of penitence, and piety, 
and prayer, in rendering the Deity propitious, is not irre- 
concileable with the immutability of his nature, and the 
steadiness of his purposes. It is not in man's power to 
alter the course of the sun ; but it is often in ms power 
to cause the sun to shine or not to shine upon him : if he 
withdraws from its beams, or spreads a curtain before 
him, the sun no longer shines on him; if he quits the 
shade, or removes tne curtain, the light is restored to 
him; and though no change is in the mean time effect- 
ed in the heavenly luminary, but only in himself, the 
result is the same as if it were. Nor is the immutability 
of God any reason why the returmng sinner, who tears 
away the veil of prejudice or of indifference, should not 
again be blessed with the sunshiije of divine favour.** 
'Hie image here introduced is ornamental, but the Argu- 
ment is not the less perfect ; since the case adduced 
fairly establishes the general principle required, that " & 
change effected in one of two objects having a certain 
relation to each other, may have the same practical re- 
"sult as if it had taken place in the other."* 

The mistake in question is still more likely to occur 
when such an Argument is conveyed in a single term 
employed metaphorically; as is generally the case 

when an ingenious Comparison is employed, (referred by Aristo- 
tle to the pleasure of the act of learning,) is so great, that the reader 
or hearer is apt to mistake his apprehension of tAi«foraperceptioD 
of a just and convincing analogy. See part iii. ch. 3. § 3. See Ap- 



pendix [F.] for two instances of •• explanatory illustration," both 
of them highly ornamental also. 

* For an instance of a highly beautiful, and at the same time ar 
gumentative comparison, see Appendix, [G.J It appears to me that 
Sie passage printed in italics aftbrds a reason for thinking it probo/- 
ble that the causes of the Apostles' conduct are rigrhtly assigned. 
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where the allusioi) is common and obvious ; e g. ** We 
do not receive as the genuine doctrines of the priraitive 
Church what have passed down the polluted stream of 
Tradition " The Argument here is not the less valid 
for being conveyed in the form of a MetaphoFi* , 

The employment, in questions relating to the future, 
both of the Argument from Example^ and of that from 
Cause to Effect, may be explained from what has been 
already said concerning the connexion between them; 
some Cause, whether known or not, being always sup 
posed, whenever an Example is adduced. 
Argument* § 4. When Arguments of each of the two 
t^^^^^^^^t* formerly-mentioned classes are employed, 
have the those from Cause to Effect (Antecedent- 
precedence, probability) have usually the precedence. 

Men are apt to listen with prejudice to the argu- 
ments adduced to prove any thing which appears ab^ 
strattedly improbable ; i. e. according to what has been 
above laid down, unnatural, or (if such an expression 
might be allowed) unplausible ; and this prejudice is to 
be removed by the Argument from Cause to Effect, 
which thus prepares the way for the reception-of the 
other arguments. E. G. If a man who bore a good 
character were accused of corruption,. the strongest evi- 
dence against him might avail little ; but if he were 
proved to be of a covetous disposition, this, though it 
would not alone be allowed to substantiate the crime, 
would have great weight in inducing his judges to lend 
an ear to the evidence. And thus, in what relates to 
the future^ also, the a ^non Argument and. Example 
support each other, when thus used in conjunction, and 
in the ordsr prescribed. A sufficient Cau.se beinff es- 
tablished, leaves us still at liberty to suppose that there 
maybe circumstances which will prevent the effect from 
taking place ; but Examples subjoined show that these 
circumstances do not, at least always, prevent that ef- 
fect. On the other hand. Examples introduced at the 
♦ See Par^ iii. ch. 2. ^ 4. 
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first, may be suspected of being exceptions to the gene- 
ral rule, (unless they are very numerous,) instead of 
being; instances of it ; vrhich an adequate Cause previ- 
ously assigned will show them to be. E. G. If any 
one had argued, from the temptations and opportunities 
occurring to a military commander, that Buonaparte 
was likely to establii^ a despotism on the ruins of the 
French Kepublic, this argument, by itself, would have 
left men at liberty to suppose that such a result would 
be prevented by a jealous attachment to liberty in the 
citizens, and a fellow-feeling of the soldiery with them ; 
then, the Examples of Cssar and of Cromwell, would 
have proved that such preventives are not to be 
trusted. 

Aristotle accordingly has remarked on the expediency 
of not placing Examples in the foremost rank of argu- 
ments ; in which case, he says, a considerable number 
would be requisite ; whereas, in confirmation^ even one 
will have much weight. This observation, however, 
he omits to extend, as he misht have done, to Testi- 
mony and every other kind of Sign, to which it is no 
less applicable. 

Another reason for adhering to the order here pre- 
scribed is, that if the Argument from Cause to i^ect 
were placed after the others, a doubt might often exist, 
whether we were en^ed in proving the point in 
question, or (assuming it as already proved) in seeking 
only to account for it ; that Argument being, by the 
very nature of it, such as would account for the truth 
contended for, supposing it were granted. Constant 
care, therefore, in requisite to guard aj^nst any confu- 
sion or indistinctness as to the object in each case 
proposed; whether that be, when a proposition is 
admitted, to assign a cause which does account for it, 
(which is one of the classes of Propositions formerly 
noticed,) or, when it is not admitted, to prove it by an 
Argument of that kind which vfould account for it» if 
it were f^anted. 
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With a view to the Arrangement of argunients, nA 
rule is of more importance than the one now under 
consideration ; and%Arrangement is a more important 
point than is generally supposed; indeed it is not 
perhaps of less consequence in Composition than in the 
Military Art; in which it is well known, that with an 
equahty of forces, in numbers, courage, and every other 
I>oint, the manner in which they are drawn up, so as 
either to afford mutual support, or, on the other hand, 
even to impede and annoy each other, may make the 
difference of victory or defeat* 

JE7. G. In the statement of the Evidences of our 
Religion, so as to give them their just weight, much 
depends on the Order in which they are placed. Hie 
Antecedent-probability that a Revektion should be 
given to Man, and that it should be established by 
miracles, all would allow to be, considered by itself, in 
the absence of strong direct testimony, utterly insufl- 
cient to establish the Conclusion. On the other hand, 
miracles considered abstractedly, as represented to have 
occurred without any occasion or reason for them being 
assigned, carry with them such a strong intrinsic impro- 
bability as could not be wholly surmounted even by 
such evidence as would fully establish any other 
matters of fact But the evidences of the former dass, 
however inefficient alone towards the establishment of 
the condusion, have very great weight in preparing the 
mind for receiving the other arguments; which again, 
though they would be listened to with prejudice if not 
00 supported, will then be allowed their just weight 
The writers in defence of Christianity have not always 
attended to this principle ; and their opponents have 

* A great advantage in fhid point is possened by the Speekmr 
orer the Writer. The Speaker comjpeZt his hearers to consicfer Vom 
several points broueht before them, in the order which he thinks 
best. Readers on the contrary will sometimes, by dipping into a 
book, or examining the Table of Contents, light on something so 
revolting to some prejudice, that though they might have admitted 
the proofs of it if they had read in the order dengned, they may tt 
onoe close the book in disgust 
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often availed themselves of the knowledge of it, by 
combating in detail, arguments, the combined force of 
which would have been irresistible.* They argue 
respecting the credibility of the Christian miracles, 
abstractedly, as if they were insulated occurrences, 
without any known or conceivable purpose ; as E'. G. 
** what testimony is sufficient to establish the belief 
that a dead man was restored to life ?" and then they 
proceed to show that the probability of a Revelation, 
abstractedly considered, is not such at least as to 
establish the fact that one has been given. Whereas^ 
if it were first proved (as may easily be done) merely 
that there is no such abstract improbability of a Reve- 
lation as to exclude the evidence in favour of it, and 
that if one were given, it must be^expected to be sup- 
ported by miraculous evidence, then, just enough 
reason would be assigned for the occurrence of mira- 
cles, not indeed to establish them, but to allow a fair 
hearing for the arguments by which they are proved. f 

The importance attached to the Arrange- importance 
ment of arguments by the two great rival of ammge- 
orators of Athens, may serve to illustrate ™®°*' 
and enforce what has been said. JEschines strongly 
urged the judges (in the celebrated contest concerning 
the crown) to confine his adversary to the same order, 
in his reply to the charges brought, which he himself 
had observed in bringing them forward. Demosthenes, 
however, was far too skilful to be thus entrapped ; and 
so much importance does he attach to this point, that 
he opens his speech with a most solemn appeal to the 
Judges for an impartial hearing ; which Implies, he says, 
not only a rejection of prejudice, but no less also, a 
permission for each speaker to adopt whatever Arrange- 
ment he should think fit. Ajid accordingly he proceeds 
to adopt one very different from that which his antago- 
nist had laid down ; for he was no less sensible than 
nis rival, that the same Arrangement which is the 

* flee § 4 ch. 3. f See Falcy 's Evidences, Introd 
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most favourable to one side, is likely to be the least 
favourable to the other. 

It is to be remembered, however, that the rules which 
have been given respecting the Order in which diflerent 
kinds of Argument should be arranged, relate only to 
the different kinds adduced in support of each separate 
Proposition ; since of course the refutation of an opposed 
assertion, effected by means of Signs, may be followed 
by an a priori argument in favour of our own Conclu- 
sion ; and the like, in many other such cases. 
When the § 5' A Proposition that is v>eU known 
premises (whether easy to be established or not) and 
the conciu- which Contains nothing particularly offen- 
sion should sive, should in general be stated at once, 
come first, and the Proofs subjoined ; but if it be not 
familiar to the hearers, and especially if it be likely to 
be unacceptable, it is usually better to state the argu- 
ments first, or at least some of them, and then introduce 
the Conclusion: thus assuming in some degree the 
character of an investigator^ 

There is no question relating to Arrangement more 
important than the present ; and it is therefore the more 
unfortunate that Cicero, who possessed so much prac- 
tical skill, should have laid down no rale on this point 
(though it is one which evidently had engaged his at- 
tention,) but should content himself with saying that 
sometimes he adopted the one mode and sometimes the 
other," (which doubtless he did not do at random,) 
without distinguishing the cases in which each is to be 
preferred, and laying down principles to guide our deci 
sion. Aristotle also, when ne lays -down the two great 
heads into which a speech is divisible, the Proposition 
and the Proof ,t is equally silent as to the order in which 
they should be placed ; though he leaves it to be under 
stood, from his manner of speaking, that the Conclusion 
(or Question) is to be first stated, and then the Premises, 
as in Mathematics. This indeed is the usual and natu* 

•DeOrat fBhetbooklii 
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ml way of speaking or writing ; viz. to begin by de- 
claring your opinion, and then to subjoin the Reasons 
for it. But there are many occasions on which it will 
be of the highest consequence to reverse this plan. It 
will sometimes give an oiiensively dogmatical air to a 
composition, to begin by advancing some, new and un- 
expected assertion ; though sometimes again this may 
be advisable, when the arguments are such as can be 
weU relied on, and the principal object is to excite atten- 
tion, and awaken curiosity. And accordingly, with this 
view, it is not unusual to present some doctrine, by no 
means really novel, in a new and paradoxical sl&pe. 
But when the Conclusion tp be established is one likely 
to hurt the feelings and offend the prejudices of the 
hearers, it is essential to keep out of sight, as much as 
possible, the point to which we are tending, till the 
principles from which it is to be deduced shall have 
been clearly established ; because men listen with pre- 
fudice, if at all, to ar^ments that are avowedly leading 
to a conclusion which they are indisposed to admit ; 
whereas if we thus, as it were, mask the battery, they 
will not be able to shelter themselves from the dia- 
charge. The observance accordingly, or neglect of this 
rule, will often make the difference of success or failure.* 

It may be observed, that if the Proposition to be main- 
tained be such as the hearers are likely to regard as 
insi^ificant, the qtiestion should be at first suppressed ; 
but if there be any thing offensive to their prejudices, 
the question may be stated, but the decision of it, for a 
time, kept back. 

And It will often be advisable to advance very gra- 
dually to the full statement of the Proposition required, 
and to prove it, if one may so speak, by instalments; 
establi^ng separately, and in order, each part of the 

• See note, p. 106, ante. It may be added, that it is not only noth- 
ing dishonest, but is a point of pacific charitableness as well as of 
discretion, in any discussion with any one, to begin with points o£ 
•griement rather than of disagreevent 
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truth in question. It is thus that Aristotle estahlishcM 
many of his doctrines, and among others his definition 
of Happiness, in the beginning of the Nicomachean 
Ethics ; he first proves in what it does not consist, and 
then establishes, one by one, the several points which 
together constitute his notion. 

Thusa^in, Paley (in his Evidences) first proves that 
the aposties, &c. suffered ; next that they encountered 
their sufferings knowingly ; then, that it was for Iheir 
testimony that they suffered ; then, that the events they 
testified were fuiraculow ; then, that thode events were 
the same as are recorded in our books, &c. &c. 

In public meetings the measure ultimately adopted 
will usually have been proposed in a series of resolu 
lions ; each of which successively will perhaps have 
been carried by a large majority, in cases where, if the 
whole had been proposed in a mass, it would have been 
rejected ; some persons feeling objections to one portion, 
and others to another. 

It will often happen again that some general princi- 
ple of no very paradoxical character mav be proposed 
m the outset ; and when that is established, an unex- 
pected and unwelcome application of it may be proved 
irresistibly. 

WaSring a It is often expedient, sometimes unavoida- 
question. ble, to Waive for the present, some question 
or portion of a question, while our attention is occupied 
with another point. Now it cannot be too carefully 
kept in mind, that it is a common mistake with inaccu- 
rate reasoners (and a mistake which is studiously kept 
up by an artful sophist) to suppose that what is thus 
uoived is altogether given up. ** Such a one does not 
attempt to prove this or that :" " he does not deny so 
and so :*' " he tacitly admits that such and such may be 
the case ;" &c. are expressions which one may often 
hear triumphantly employed, on no better grounds. 
And yet it is very common in Mathematics ior a ques- 
tion to be waived in this manner. Euclid, e. g first 
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asserts and proves, that the exterior angle of a tnailgle 
is greater than either of the interior opposite angles ;-^ 
without being able to determine at once, how muth 
greater ; — and that any two angles of a triangle are less 
than two right angles; waiving for the present, the 
question, ^oto muck less. He is enabled to prove, at a 
more advanced stage, that the exterior angle is eduad to 
the two interior opposite angles together; and that al] 
the three angles of a triangle are e^ual to two right angles 

The only remedy is, to state distinctly and repeatedly 
that yoa do not abandon, as untenable, such and such 
a position, which you are not at present occupied in 
maintaining ;— that you are not ta be understood as ad- 
mitting the truth of this or that, though you do not at 
present undertake to disprove it 

§ 6. If the Argument a priori has been y^^ 
introduced in the proof of the main Proposi- needfal to 
tion in question, there will generally be no •*^**^J ^*" 
need of afterwards adducing Causes to ac- ^^^^r 
count for the truth estiEiblisned ; since that will have 
been aheady done in the course of the Argument; 
on the other hand, it will often be advisable to do this, 
when arguments of the other class have sdone been em- 
ployed. 

For it is in every case agreeable and satisfactory, and 
may often be of great utility, to explain, where it can 
be done, the Causes which produce an Effect that is it* 
self airead}r admitted to exist But it must be remem- 
bered that it is of great importance to make it dearly 
appear wkidi object is, in each case, jjroposed : whether 
to establish the -feet, or to account for it ; since otherwise 
we may often be supposed to be employing a feeble ar- 
gument For that which is a satisfactorv explanation 
of an admitted fact, will frequently be such as would be 
very insufficient to prove it, supposing it were doubted. 

J> 7. Kefutation of Objections should gene- -., ^^j^ 
y be placed in the midst of the Argu- ««'**•*"» 
ment ; but nearer the beginning than the end. 
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If indeed very strong objections hare obtained much 
currency* ot have been just stated by an opponent, so 
that wl^t is asserted is likely to be regarded as para^ 
doxical, it may be advisable to begin with a Refutation ; 
but when this is not the case, the mention of Objections 
in the opening will be likely to give a paradoxical air 
to our assertion, by implying a consciousness that much 
may be said against it If again all mention of Objec* 
tions be deferred till the last, the other argnments.will 
often be listened to with prejwUce by tibose who may 
suppose ns to be overlooklii^ what may be urged on 
the other side. 

Sometimes indeed it will be difficult to give a satisfac- 
tory Refutation of the opposed opinions, till we have 
gone through the arguments in support of our own : 
even in that case however it wiH be peCter to take eome 
brief notice of th&a early in the Composition, with a 
promise of afterwards considering them morefidly, and 
refuting them. This is Aristotle's tisual procedurew 

A sophistical use isoften madeof this last 
•T^onf ^^> ^^^ ^ Objections are such as can- 
not really be satis&uctorily answered. The 
skilful sopbist will often, by the promise of a trium- 
phant Refutation hereafter, gain attention to his own 
statement ; which, if it be made plausible, will so draw 
off the hearer's attention from the Objecticms, that a very 
inadequate fulfQment of that jnomise will pass unno- 
ticed, and due weight will not -be allowed to the 
Objections. 

It may be worth remarking, that Refutation will often 
occasion the introduction of Iresh Propositions ; V. e, we 
nay have to disprove Propositions, which, though in- 
compatible with the princi|Kd CHie to be maintained, will 
not be directly contradictory to it : e. g. Burke, in order 
to the establidiment of his theory of l^uty, refutes the 
other theories which have been advanced by those wlu) 
place it in « fitness," for a certain end— in " proportion,* 
—in " perfection," &c. ; and Dr A. Smith, in his 3ft#- 
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y Moral SentimerUs, combats the opinion of thoee 
o iiake *< expediency the ^ of virtue " — of the ad* 
vocalM of a ** Moral sense/' &c. which doctrines re- 
spectively are at variance with those of these authors, 
and imply, though they do not express, a contradiction 
of them. 

Though I am at present treating principally of the 
proper eoUtKOtion of Refutation, some remarlcs on the 
conduct of it will not be unsuitable in this place, [n 
the first place, it is to be observed that there is (as Aris- 
totle remarks, Rhet. Book ii. apparently in opposition 
to some former whters) no distinct class of ref utatory 
Argument ; since th'^ become such merelv by the cir- 
cumstances under which they are employed. 
There are two ways in which any Proposi- 'S'nt^^, 
tion may be refuted;* first, by proving the 
the contradictory of it ; secondly, by overthrowing the 
Arguments b^ which it has been supported. The for- 
mer of these is less strictly and properly called Refuta- 
tion ; being only accidentally such, since it might have 
been employed equally w^ had the opposite Argument 
never existed; and in fact it will often happen that a 
Proposition maintained by one author, may be in this 
way refuted by another, who had never heard of his 
Arguments. Thus Pericles is represented by Thucy-- 
dides as proving, in a speech to the Athenians, the pro- 
bability of their success against the Peloponnesians; 
and thus, virtually, refuting the speech of the Corinthi- 
an ambassador at Sparta, who had laboured to show 
the probability of their speedy downfall.f In fact, 
every one who argues in favour of any Conclusion is 
virtually refuting, in this way, the opposite Con- 
clusion. 

* 'Avnn^XoYiOftbs Bjodivarwit of Aristotle, book il. 

t The speeches indeed appear to be in great part the compositioa 
of the historian ; bat he professes to give the substance of what 
iraa either actually said, or Mke^ to be said, on each occasion : an# 
the alignments uxged in the speeches now in question are undoubl 
•dly such as the respective speakers would be likely to employ. 
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But the character of Refutation more strld;1y belongs 
to the other mode of proceeding ; viz.* in which a 
reference is made, and an answer given, to some 
specific arguments in favour of the opposite conclusion. ■ 
This Refutation may consist either in the denial of one: 
of the Premises* or an objection against the conclusive- 
ness of the reasoning. And here it is to be observed 
that an objection is often supposed, from the mode in 
which it is expressed, to belong to this last class, when 
perhi^ps it does not, but consists in' the contradiction of 
a Prtimiss ; for it is very common' to say, " I admit 
your principle, but deny' that it leads to such a conse- 
quence ;*' " the assertion is true, hilt it has no force as 
an Argument to prove that conclusion ;*' this sounds 
like an objection to the Reasoning itself ; but it will not 
unfrequently be found to amount only to a denial of the 
suppressed Premiss of an Enthymeme; the assertion 
which is admitted being only the expressed Premiss, 
whose " force as aii Argument ** must of course depend 
on the other Premiss, which is understood.! Thus 
Warburton admits that in the Law of Moses the doctrine 
of a future state was not revealed ; but contends that 
this, so far from disproving, as the Deists pretend, his 
divine mission, does, on the contrary^ estabfish it But 
the objection is not to the Deist's Argument properly 
so called, but to the other Premiss, which they so hastily 
took for granted, and which he disproves, viz. ** that a 
divinely-commissioned Lawgiver would have been sure 
to reveal that doctrine." The objection is then only 
properly said to lie against the Reasoning itself, when 

• • If the preinifls to be refated be a " Universal," (See Logic, b. ii 
ch. ii. f^SA it will be sufficient to establish its Contradictory, which 
will be a Particular ; which will often be done by an argument 
that will naturally be exhibited in the third figure, whose conclu« . 
sioDs are always Particulars. Hence, this may be called the 
tefutatory Figure. . 

f It has been remarked to me by an intelligent friend, that in 
common discourse the word "Principlb'^is usually employed t« 
designate the major premiss of au Argument, and '* Reason," 
the miner. 
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it is shown that, granting all that is assumed on th« 
other side, whether expressed or understood, still tha 
conclusion' contended for would not follow from the 
Premises ; either on account of some ambiguity in the 
Middle Term, or some other fault of that class. 

This is the proper place for a treatise on Fallacies; 
but as this has been inserted in the ** Elements of 
Logic," I have only to refer the reader to it (Book iii.) 

It may be proper in this place to remark, pipg^t ^n^ 
that " Indirect Reasoning " is sometimes indirect re- 
confounded with " Refutation,'* or supposed "»tot*on' 
to be peculiarly connected with it ; which is not the case; 
either Direct or Indirect Reasoning being employed 
indifferenUy, for Refutation, as well as for any oier 
purpose. The application of the term ** elenctic," 
(from iXiyxeiv, to refute or disprove,) to Indirect Argu- 
ments, has probably contributed to this confusion; 
which, however, principally arises from the very cir- 
cumstance that occasioned such a use of that term ; viz. 
that in the Indirect method the absurdity or falsity of a 
Proposition (opposed to our own) is proved ; and hence 
is suggested the idea of an adversary maintaining that 
Proposition, and of the Refutation of that adversary 
beinff necessarily accomplished in this way. But it 
should be remembered, that Euclid and other mathema- 
ticians, though they can have no opponent to refute, 
often employ the Indirect Demonstration ; and that, on 
the other hand, if the contradictory of an opponent's 
Premiss can be satisfactorily proved in the Direct 
method, the Refutation is suflicient. It is true, however, 
that while, in Science, the Direct method is considered 
preferable, in Controvesy, the Indirect is often adopted 
by choice, as it affords an opportunity for holding up 
an opponent to scorn and ridicule, by deducing so.ne 
very absurd conclusion from the principles he main- 
tains, or according to the mode of arguing he employs. 
Nor indeed can a fallacy be so cleany exposed to the 
unlearned reader in any other way. For it is no easy 
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matter to explain, to one ignorant of Logic, the grounds 
on which you object to an inconclusive argument; 
though he will be able to perceive its correspondence 
with another, brought forward to illustrate it, in which 
an absurd conclusion may be introduced, as drawx 
from true premises. 

Provii^ It is evident that either the Premiss of an 

ioomach. opponent, or his Condusion, may be dis- 
proved, either in the Direct, or in the Indirect method ; 
I. e. either by proving the truth of the Contradictory, or 
by showing that an absurd conclusion may fairly be 
deduced from the proposition in question. When this 
latter mode ot refutation is adopted with respect to the 
Premiss, the phrase by which this procedure is ususJly 
designated, is, that the ** Argument proves too much ;" 
t. e. that it proves, besides the conclusion drawn, 
another, which is manifestly inadmissible. E, G. The 
Argument by which Dr. Campbell labours to ijrove that 
every correct Syllogism must be nugatory, as involving 
a "petitio principii," proves, if admitted at all, more 
than he intended ; since it may easily be shown to be 
equally applicable to all Reasoning whatever. 

It is worth remarking, that an Indirect argument may 
easily be altered in form so as to be stated in the Direct 
mode. For, strictly speaking, that is Indirect reason- 
ing in which we assume as true the Proposition whose 
Contradictory it is our object to prove ; and deducing 
regularly from it an absurd Conclusion, infer thence 
that the Premiss in question is false ; the alternative 
proposed in aU correct reasoning being, either to admit 
tlie Conclusion, or to deny one of the Premises. But 
by adopting thefonn of a Destructive Conditional,* the 
same argument as this, in substance, may be stated 
directly. E. G, We may sav, " let it be admitted, that 
no testimony can satisfactorily establish such a fact aa 
is not agreeable to our experience : thence :t will follow 
that the Eastern Prince judged wisely and rightly, in at 
* See Logic, b. ii. o. 4. M- 
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once rejecting, as a manifest falsehood, the account 
given him of the phenomenon of ice ; hut he was eyl* 
dently mistaken in so doing ; therefore the Principle 
assumed is unsound." Now the suhstance of this Ar- 
gument remaining the same, the form of it may he so 
altered as to make the Argument Direct; viz. "t^it he 
true that no testimony, &c. that Eastern Prince must 
have juaged wisely, &c. hut he did not ; therefore that 
principle is not true." 

Universally indeed a Conditional Proposi- character 
tion may he regarded as an assertion of the of oondi- 
validity of a certain Argument ; the Antece- po^uoJJ^ 
dent corresponding to tne Premises, and the " ° ' 
Consequent to the Conclusion; and neither of them 
being asserted as true, only, the dependence of the one 
on the other ; the alternative then is, to acknowledge 
either the truUi of the Consequent, as in the Constructive 
Syllogism, or (as in the Destructive,) the falsity of the 
antecedent : and the former accordingly corresponds to 
Direct reasoning, the latter to Indirect ; being, as has 
been said, a mode of stating it in the Direct form ; as is 
evident from the examples adduced. 

The difference between these two modes of ironical ef- 
stating such an A.rgument is considerable, feet of indi 
when there is a long chain of reasoning, rect argu 
For when we employ the Categorical form, 
and assume as true the Premises we design to disprove, 
it is evident we must be speaking ironicallyy and in the 
character, assumed for the moment, of an adversary, 
when, on the contrary, we use the hypothetical form, 
there is no irony. Butler's Analogy is an instance of 
the latter procedure : he contends that if such and such 
objections were admissible against Keligion, they would 
be applicable equally to the constitution and course of 
Nature. Had he, on the other hand, assumed, for the 
argumentfs sake, that such objections against Keligion 
are valid, and had thence proved the condition of the 
natural world to be totally different from what we set 
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it to be, his arguments, which would have been the 
same in substance, would have assumed an ironical 
form. This form has been adopted by Burke in his 
celebrated Defence of Natural Society, by a late noble 
Lord; in which, assuming the person of Bolingbroke, 
he proves, according to the principles of that author, 
that the arguments he brought against ecclesiastical, 
would equsdly lie against civu, institutions This is an 
Argument from Analogy, as well as Bishop Butler's, 
though not relating to the same point ; Butler's bein^ a 
defence of the Doctrines of Religion ; Burke's, of its 
Institutions and practical efects. A defence of the 
Evidences of our religion, (the third point against which 
objections have been urged,) on a similar plan with the 
work of Burke just mentioned, and consequently, like 
that, in an ironical form, I attempted a few years a^o, 
in a pamphlet, (published anonymously, merely for me 
preservation of its ironical character,) whose object was 
to show, that objections, (" Historic Doubts,") similar 
to those agaiBst the Scripture-history, and much more 
plausible, might be urged against all the received ac- 
counts of Napoleon Buonaparte. 

It is in some respects a recommendation of this latter 
method, and in others an objection to it, that the soph- 
istry of an adversary will often be exposed by it in a 
ludicrous point of view : and this even where no such 
effect is designed ; the very essence of jest being its 
mimic sophistry-* This will often give additional force 
to the Argument, by the vivid impression which ludi- 
crous images produce ;t but again it will not unfre- 
quently have this disadvantage, that weak men, per- 
» ceiving the wit, are apt to conclude that nothing but 
wit is designed; and lose sight, perhaps,* of a solid and 
convincing Argument, which tbey regard as no more 
than a good joke. Having been warned that ** ridicule 

* See Lo|^ic, Chapter on FaUacie*, at the conclusion, 
t DiBcit enim citius, meminitque libentius illud 
Qaod quis deridet, quam quod probut et veneratnr. 
fioi'. Ep, i b. 9 
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IS not the test of truth," and " that wisdom and wit" 
are not the same thing, they distrust every thing that 
can possibly be regarded as witty ; not having judg- 
ment to perceive the combination, when it occurs, of 
wit w ith sound reasoning. The i vy- wreath completely 
conceals from their view the point cf the Thyrsus. 

And moreover if such a mode of Argument Danger 
be employed on serious subjects, the " weak ©^ ""ony- 
brethren" are sometimes scandalized by what appears 
to them a profanation ; not having discernment to per- 
ceive when it is that the ridicule does, and when it does 
not, afiect the solemn subject itself. But for the respect 
paid to Holy Writ, the taunt of Elijah against the pro- 
phets of Baal would probably appear to such persons 
irreverent. And the caution now implied will appear 
the more important, when it is considered how large a 
majorit^r they are, who, in this point, come under the 
description of " weak 'brethren.*' He that can laugh at - 
what is ludicrous, and at the same time preserve a clear 
discernment of sound and unsound Reasoning, is no or- 
dinary man. There seem indeed to be some persons so 
constituted as to be incapable of comprehending the 
plainest irony ; though they have not m other points 
any corresponding weakness of intellect. The humo- 
rous satirical pamphlet, (attributed to an eminent litera- 
ry character,) entitled " Advice to a Reviewer," 1 have 
known persons read without perceiving that it was 
ironical. And the same, with the " Historic Doubts" 
lately referred to. 

There is also this danger in the use of irony ; that 
sometimes when titles, in themselves favourable, ars 
applied (or their application retained) to any set of men, 
in oitter scorn, they will then sometimes be enabled to 
appropriate such titles in a serious sense ; the ironical 
force gradually evaporating. I mean, such titles as 
** Orthodox," " Evangelical," " Saints," "Reformers," 
" Liberals," " Political-Economists," ** Rational," &c. 
The advantage thus given may be illustrated by thu 
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BUnj of the cocoapnuts in Sinbad the Sailor^ ^iflk 
voyage. ♦ 

It may be observed generally, that too much stress w 
often laid, especially by unpractised reasoners, on Refu- 
tation ; (in the strictest and narrowest sense* i. e. of 
Objections to the Premises, or to the Reasoning,) I mean 
that they are apt both to expect a Refutation where 
none can fairly be expected, and to attribute to it, when 
satisfactorily made out, more than it really accomplishes^ 
unanBwer ^°^ ^^*' ^'^^ ^^^ spccious, but real and 
aWe^ai^u' solid arguments, such as it would be diffi- 
ments may cult, or mipossible to refute, may be urged 
boih Sdes. ^g^^J^st a Proposition which is nevertheless 
true, and may be satisfactoril]^ established 
bjr a preponderance of probability.* It is in strictly 
scientific Reasoning alone that all the ar^ments which 
lead to a false Conclusion must be fallacious : in what 
is called moral or probable Reasoning, there may be 
sound arguments and valid objections on both siaes.t 
£. G, it may be shown that each of two contending 
parties has some reason to hope for success .; and this, 
by irrefragable arguments. on both sides; leading to 
conclusions which are not (strictly speaking) contra- 
dictory to each other ; for though only one party can 
obtain the victory, it may be true that each has some 
reason to expect it. The real question in such cases is 
which event is the more probable ; — on which side the 
evidence preponderates. Now it often happens that 
the inexperienced reasoner, thinking it necessary that 
every objection should be satisfactorily answered, will 
have his attention drawn off from the arguments of the 
opposite side, and will be occupied perhaps in making 
a weak defence, while victory was in his hands. The 
objection perhaps may be unanswerable, and yet may 

* See above, ch. ii. & 4. and also Logic, Part iii. ^ 17. 

f Bacon, in his rhetorical commonplaces — ^headaof aripmentk 
pn and eontray on several questions— has some admirable illustra- 
tions of what has been here remarked. I have accordiqglj {im 
Apyndiy A.) inserted some leleotiom from them 
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safely be allowed, if it can be shown that more and 
weightier objections lie against every other supposition. 
This is a mo^ important caution for those who are 
studying the Evidences of Religion. Let the opposei 
of them be called on, instead en confining himself to 
detached cavils, and saying, ^* how do you answer 
this ?" and " how do you explain that ?" to*frame some 
consistent hypothesis to account for the introduction of 
Christianity by human means ; and then to consider 
whether there are more or fewer difficulties m his hy- 
pothesis than in the other. 

On the other hand, one may often meet sophutical 
with a sophistical refutation of objections. Refutation, 
consisting in counter-objections urged against some 
thing else which is taken for granted to be, though it 
is not, the only alternative. £. G. Objections against 
an unlimited Monarchy may be met by a glowing de- 
scription of the horrors of me mob-government of the 
Athenian and Roman Republics. If an ex elusive atten- 
tion to mathematical pursuits be objected to, it may be 
answered by deprecating the exclusion of such studies. 
It is thus that a man commonly replies to the censure 
passed on any vice he is addicted to, by representing 
some other vice as worse ; e. g. if he is blamed fcr 
being a sot, he dilates on the greatei enormity of being 
a thief ; as if there were any need he should be either. 
And it is in this way alone that the advocates of Trans- 
portation have usually defended it : describing some 
very ill-managed penitentiary-system, and assuming as 
self-evident and admitted that this must be the only 
possible substitute for Penal-Colonies.* This fallacy 
may be stated logically, as a Disjunctive Hypothetical 
with the Major false. 

Secondly, the force of a Refutation is often Orer^ti- 
over-rated: an argument which is satisfac- toiSiofro-* 
lorily answered ought merely to go for no- futation. 

See Letter to Earl Grey on the subject— Report of Committer 
■nd *' Substance of a Speech," Sec. 
10 
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Aing: it is possible that the conclusion diaim 
may nerertheiess be trae: yet men are apt to take 
for granted that the conclusion itself' is disproved, 
-when Uie arguments brought forward to establish it 
have been satisfactorily refuted ; assuming, when p€^ 
haps there is no ground for the assumption, that these 
are all the afguments that could be urged.* This may be 
considered as the fallacy of denying the Consequent of 
a Conditional Proposition, from the Antecedent haying 
been denied:. '* if such and such an Argument be ad- 
mitted, the Assertion in question is true ; but that Argu- 
ment is inadmissible ; therefore the Assertion is not true.** 
Hence the injury done to any cause by a weak advocate ; 

* Another form of ignoratto ehnek*. (irrelevant conclusion,) 
which is rather the more serviceable on the side of the respondent, 
is, to prove or disprove aoms partoS that which is required, ancl 
dwellon that, suppressing all the rest. 

" Thus, if a University is charged with cultivating »fUy the mere 
elements of Mathematics, and in reply a ^st of the books studied 
there is produced, should even any ^nt of those books be not eh- 
mentaryt the chai]ge is in fairness refuted ; but the sophist may then 
eainesUy contend that tome of those books are elementary ; and 
thus keep out of sight the real question, viz. whether they ate all 
so. This is the great art of the antwerer of a book : suppose the 
main positions in any work to be irrefragable, it will be strange if 
some illustration of them, or some subordinate part, in short, will 
not admit of a plausible objection ; the opponent then loins issue on 
one of these incidental questions, and comes forward with ' a Re> 
ply ' to such and such a workJ'— -Logic, pp. 199, 300. h 18. Another 
expedient which im$werer$ sometimes resort to, and which is less 
likely to remain permanently undetected, is to garble a book ; ex* 
hibiting statements without their explanations — conclusions with* 
out thdr proofs^and passages brought together out of their origia 
al order ;«-«o as to produce an appearance of falsehood, confusion, 
or inconclus/veness. The last and boldest step is for the "answer- 
er," to make some false statement or absurd remark, and then fsh 
ther it upon the author. And even this artifice will sometimes sue 
ceed for a time, because inan^ persons do not suspect that any one 
would venture upon It. Again, it is no uncommon manoeuvre of t 
dexterous sophist when there is some ai^ument, statement, scheme, 
fcc. which he cannot directly- defeat, to assent with seeming cordi 
idity, but with some exception, addition, or qualification, {as e. g 
an additional clause in an Act,) which, though seemingly unimpor 
tant, shall entirely nullify all the rest. This has been humoronslj 
compared to the trick of the pilgrim in tlie well-known tale, wh« 
** took the liberty to boil his pease." 
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the cause itself appearing to the vukar to be oyer* 
thrown, when the Arguments brought forward hie 
answered. 

** Hence the danger of ever advancing more than can 
be well maintained ; since the refutation of that will 
often quash the whole : a guilty person may often es- 
cape by having too much laid to his charge ; so he may 
also by having too much evidence against ^him, u e, 
some that is not in itself satisfactory : thus a prisoner 
may sometimes obtain acquittal by showing that one of 
the witnesses against him is an infamous informer and 
spy ; though perhaps if that part of the evidence had 
been omitted, the rest would have been sufficient for 
conviction."* > 

The maxim here laid down, however, applies only to 
those causes in which, (waiving the consideration of 
honesty,) first, it is wished to produce not merely a 
temporary, but a lasting impression, and that, on read- 
ers or hearers of some judgment; and secondly, where 
there really are some weighty arguments to be urged. 
When no charge e. g. can really be substantiated, and 
yet it is desired to produce some present eflfect on the 
unthinking, there may be room for the application of 
the proverb, «« Slander stoutly, and something will 
stick ;" the vulgar are apt to conclude, that where a great 
deal is said, something must be true ; and many are fond 
of that lazy contrivance for saving the J^uble of think- 
ing — "splitting the diflference;" imagininff that they 
show a laudable caution in believing only a part of 
what is said. And thus a malignant sophist may gain 
such a temporary advantage by the multiplicity of his 
attacks, as the rabble of combatants described by Homer 
tometimes did by their showers of javelins, which en* 
cumbered and weighed down the shield of one of his 
heroes, though they could not penetrate it. 

On the above principle— that a weak argument is 
9«wtiyely hurtful, is founded a most important maxim. 
• See Logic, p 300 
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Ol»j8etioii8 that it is not only the fairest, hut also the 
rtite? \n ^"^^^^^ P^^' ^^ ^^^ Objections in ilmr JuU 
their fiS force , at least, wherever there does exist 
force. a satisfactory answer to them; otherwise, 

those who hear them stated more strongly than hy the 
uncandid advocate who had undertaken to repel them, 
' wiU naturally enough conclude that they are unan> 
Bwerahle. It is hut a momentary and ineffective 
triumph that can be obtained by manoeuvres like those 
of 'l\ijrnus's charioteer, who furiously chased the feeble 
stragglers of the army, and evaded the main front of 
the battle. 

And when the objections urged are not only unan- 
swerable, but (what is more) decisive — ^whea some 
a^ment that has been adduced, or some portion of a 
system, &c. is perceived to be yeally unsound, it is the 
wisest way fairly and fully to confess this, and abandon 
it altogether. There are many who seem to make it a 
point of honour never to yield a single point — never to 
retract : or (if this be found unavoidaole) " to back out " 
— as the phrase is — of an untenable position, so as to 
display their reluctance to make any concession ; as if 
their credit was staked on preserving unbroken the 
talisman of professed infallibility. But there is little 
wisdom (the question of honesty is out of the province 
of this treatise) in such a procedure; which m fact is 
very liable to cast a suspicion on that which is reaUy 
sound, when it appears that the advocate is ashamed to 
abandon what is unsound. And such an honest avowal 
as £ have been recommending, though it may raise at 
first a feeble and brief shout of exultation, will soon be 
followed by a general and increasing murmur of appro- 
bation. Uncandid as the world often is, it seldom fails 
to applaud the magnanimity of confessing a defect or a 
mistake, and to reward it with an increase of confidence. 
Indeed this increased confidence is often rashly be- 
stowed, by a kind of over- generosity in the public; 
which is apt too hastily to consider the confession of 
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an error as a proof of universal sincerity. Some of the 
most skilful sophists accordingly avail themselves of 
this; and ^in credenoe for much that is false, hy 
acknowledgiiig with an air of frankness some one 
mistake ; which, like a tuh thrown to the whale, they 
sacrifice for the sake of persuading us that they have 
committed only one error. I fear it can hai^ly he 
affirmed as yet, that " this trick has heen so long used 
in controversy, as to he almost worn out."* 

§ 8. It is important to observe, that too Too earnest 
earnest and elaborate a refutation of argu- i^utetion. 
ments which are really insignificant, or which their 
opponent wishes to represent as such, will i^uently 
have the effect of giving them importance. Whatever 
is slighfly noticed, and afterwards passed by wi& 
contempt* many readers and hearers will very often 
conclude (sometimes for no other reason) to be resdly 
tontemptible. But if they afe assured of this a^n 
and a^n with great earnestness, they often begin to 
doubt It. They see the respondent plpng artillery and 
musketry — ^bringing up horse and foot to the charge ; 
and conceive that what is so vehementlv assailed must 
possess great strength. One of Bis refutations might 
perhaps have left them perfectly convinced; all of 
them together, leave Uiem in doubt. 

But it is not to Refutation alone that this Danger of 
principle will apply. In other cases also it wriune too 
may happen (paradoxical as it is at first forcibly, 
signt) that it shall be possible, and dangerous, to write 
too forcibly. Such a caution may remind some readers 
of the pjersonage in the fairy-tale, whose swiftness was 
so prodieions, that he was obliged to tie his legs, lest 
he should overrun, and thus miss, the hares he was 
pursuing. But on consideration it will be seen that 
the caufion is not unreasonable. When indeed the 
pdint maintained is one which most persons admit or 
are disposed to admit, but which they are prone to /on 
* See Defence of Oxford, Second Reply, p. 9ff. 
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iight of, or to underrate in respect of its importance, m 
not to dwell on with an attention sufficiently practical, 
that is just the occasion which calls on us to put forth 
all our efforts in setting it forth in the most forcible 
manner possible. Yet even here, it is often necessa;7 
to caution the hearers against imagining that a point is 
difficult to establish, because its importance leads us to 
dwell very much on it Some e. g. are apt to suppose, 
from the copious and elaborate arguments which have 
been urged in defence of the authenticity of the Chris- 
tian Scnptures,that these are books whose authenticity 
is harder to be established than tb^t of other supposed- 
ancient works ;* whereas the fact is, in the very highest 
degree, the reverse. But the importancey and the 
dijfficulty, of proving any point, are very apt to be 
confounded together, though easily distinguishable. 
We bar the doors carefully, not merely when we 
expect an unusually formidable attack, but when we 
have an unusual treasure in the house. 

But when any principle is to be established, which, 
though in itself capable of being made evident to the 
humblest capacity, yet has been long and generally 
overlooked, and to whidi established prejudices are 
violently opposed, it will sometimes happen that to set 
forth the absurdity of such prejudices m the strongest 
point of vie\(r, (though in language perfectly decent and 
temperate,) and to demonstrate the conclusion, over and 
over, so clearly and forcibly that it shall seem the most 
palpable folly or dishonesty to deny it, will, with some 
minds, have an opposite tendency to the one desired 
Some perhaps^ conscious of having been the slaves or 
the supporters of such prejudices as are thus held up to 
contempt, (not indeed by disdainful language, but simply 
by being placed in a very clear light,) and of having 

* See Taylor's History of the Transmission of Ancient Books'; « 
vei^ interesting'and valuable work j and also the Reriew of it— 
which is still more so— in the London Review, No. 3, 1839 
(Saunderr and OtleyO 
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ovorlooked truths which, when thus clearly explained 
wd proved, appear perfectly evident even to a child, 
will consequently he stun^ hy a feeling of shame pass- 
ing oft into resentment, which stops their ears against 
argument. They could have borne perhaps to change 
their opinion ; but not, so to change it as to tax their for- 
mer opinion with the grossest folly. They would be 
so sorry to thdnk they had been blinded to such an 
excess, and are so angry with him who is endeavouring 
to persuade them to think so, that these feelings deter- 
mine them not to thin|g it They try (and it is an at- 
tempt which few persons ever inake in vain) to shut 
their eyes against an humiliating conviction : and thus, 
the very triumphant force of tne reasoning adduced, 
serves to narden them s^nst admitting the conclusion . 
much as one may conceive Roman soldiers desperately 
holding out an untenable fortress to the last extremity, 
from apprehension of being made to pass under the 
yoke by the victors, should they surrender. 

Others again, perhaps comparatively strangers to the 
question, and not prejudiced, op not strongly prejudiced, 
dgainst your conclusion, but ready to admit it if sup- 
ported by sufficient arguments, will sometimes, if your 
arguments are very much beyond what is sufficient, have 
their suspicions roused by this very circumstance. 
«« Can it be possible," they will say, ** that a conclusion 
so very obvious as this is made to appear, should not 
have been admitted long ago ? Is it conceivable that 
such and such eminent philosophers, divines, statesmen, 
&c. should have been all their lives under delusions so 
gross V Hence they are apt to infer, either that the 
author has mistaken the opinions of those he imagines 
opposed to him, or else, that there is some subtle fsQlacy 
in his arguments. 

The former of these suspicions is a matter of little 
or no consequence, except as far as regsu-ds the author's 
credit for acuteness. * As far as the legitimate province 

* " ThA more simple, clear, and obvious any principle is rendered, 
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of the Orator is concerned, he may be satisfied with 
establishine a just principle, and leaving men to imagine 
if they will, that nobody had ever doubted it. But the 
other suspicion may lead to very serious evil ; and it is 
not by any means unlikely to occur. Many a one will 
be convinced that there must be some flaw in a course 
of argument in which he is conscious, and perhaps 
ready to confess, that he cannot point out any ; merely 
on the ground, that if there is none, but the whole is 
perfectly sound and valid, he cannot conceive that it 
should have been overlooked, (go obvious as it is made 
to appear,) for perhaps ages together, by able men who 
had devoted their thoughts to the subject. That of so 
many thousands of physicians who for ages had been 
in the daily habit of feeling the pulse, no one before 
Harvey should have suspected the circulation of the 
blood, was probably a reason with man}r for denying 
that discovery. And a man's total inability, as I nave 
said, to point out any fallacy, will by no means remove 
his conviction or suspicion that there must be some, if 
the conclusion be one, which, for the reason just men- 
tioned, seems to him inconceivable. There are many 
persons -unable to find out ^e flaw in the argument 
e. ff. by which it is pretended to be demonstrated that 
Achilles could not overtake the tortoise : but some flaw 
every one is sure there must be, from his full conviction 
that Achilles could overtake the tortoise. 

In this way it is very possible that our reasoning may 
be ** dark with excess of light." 

Of course it is not meant that a Refutation should 

the more likely is its exposition to elicit those common remarks* 
' of course ! of course I no one could ever doubt that ; this is all 
YCTj true, but there is nothing new brought to light : nothing that 
was not familiar to every one ;' ' there needs no ghost to tell us 
that.' I am convinced that a verbose, mystical, and partially ob< 
scure way of writing, on such a subject, is the most likely to catch 
the attention of the multitude. The generality verify the observa* 
tion of Tacitus, * omneignotum pro mirifico :' and when any thing 
is made very plain to them, are apt to fancy that they knew 5 
already."— Preface to Elements of Logic 
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ever appear (when that can be avoided) insufficient; 
— that a conclusion should be left doubtful which we 
are able to establish fully. But in combating deep- 
rooted prejudices, and maintaining unpopular and para- 
doxical truths, the p^oint to be aimed at should be, to 
adduce what is sufficient, and not much more than is 
sufficient, to prove your conclusion. If (in such a case) 
you can but satisfy men that your opinion is decidedly 
more probable than the opposite, you will have carried 
your point more effectually, than if you go on, much 
beyond this, to demonstrate, by a multitude of the most 
forcible arguments, the extreme absurdity of thinking 
differently, till you have affix)nted the • self-esteem of 
some, and awakened the distrust of others. * Labourers 
who are employed in driving wedges into a block of 
wood, are careful to use blows of no greater force than 
is just sufficient. If they strike too hardy the elasticity 
of the wood will throw out the wedge. 

There is in some cases another danger also Danger of 
to be apprehended from the employment of usin^topica 
a great number and variety of arguments ; notSrTOtiy 
(whether for refutation, or otherwise ;) to^the per- 
namely, that some of them, though really sons ad- 
unanswerable, may be drawn from topics of ^®^«®^- 
which the unlearned j«ader or hearer is not, by his own 
knowledge, a competent judge ; and these a crafty op- 
ponent will immediately assail, keeping all the rest out 
of sight; knowine that he is thus transferring the 
contest to another neld, iii which the result is sure to 
be, practically, a drawn battle. 

Suppose for instance you could maintain or oppose 
some doctrine or practicCj by arguments drawn from 
Scripture, and also from the most eminent of the 
Fathers, and from a host of the ablest commentators and 
biblical Critics : in a work designed for the learned few, 

* A French writer, M. Say, relates a story of some one who, 
for a wager, stood a whole day on one of the bridges in Paris* 
offering to sell a fire-fraoc-piece for one franc, and (naturally) 
not finding a parchaser. 

11 
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it might be well to employ all these : but in a popular 
work, designed for the uneducated — ^and nine- tenths oi 
what are called the educated-classes, it would be better 
to omit all except those drawn from plain undisputed 
passages of the Common Version of the Bible. Else, 
nowever decisively your conclusion might be estab- 
lished, in the eyes of competent judges, you might 
expect to be met by an artful opponent who would join 
issue on that portion of the arguments (keeping the 
rest out of sight) which turned most on matters oi mnl 
tifarious and deep research : boldly denying youi 
citations, or alleging misrepresentation of the aumors 
appealed to, or asserting that you had omitted the 
weightiest authorities, and that these were on the op- 
posite side; &c. Who, of the unlearned, could teU 
which was in Ae right ? You might reply, and fully 
disprove all that had been urged ; but you might be met 
by fresh and fresh assertions— fresh denials — afresh 
appeals to authorities, real or feigned ; and so the con- 
test might be kept up for ever. The mass of the read > 
ers, meantime, would be in the condition of a blind 
man who should be a bystander at a battle, and could 
not judge which party was prevailing, except from the 
reports of those who stood near him. 

It is generally the wisest course therefore, not only to 
employ such arguments as are directly accessible to the 
persons addressed, but to confine oneself to these, lest 
the attention should be drawn off from them. 
Difficulty On the whole, the arguments which it re-> 
of routing quires the greatest nicety of art to refute ef- 
cessiveiy'^ lectually, (I mean, for one who has truth on 
weak. his side,) are those which are so very weak 

and silly that it is difficult to make their absurdity more 
palpable than it is already ; at least without a risk ol 
committing the error formerly noticed. The task re- 
minds one of the well-known difficult feat of cutting 
through a cushion with a sword. And what augments 
the nerplexity, is, that such arguments are usually 
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brought forward by those who, we feel sure, are not 
themselves convinced by them, but are ashamed to avow 
their real reasons. So that in such a case we know that 
the refutation of these pretexts will not go one step to« 
wards convincing those who ur^ them ; any more than 
the justiiications of the lamb m the fable against the 
wolfs charges. 

§ 9. The arguments which should be The most 
placed first in order are, coUeris paribus, ohviorxB 
the most obvious, and such as naturally first h^e pre^ 
occur. oedence. 

This is evidently the natural order ; and the adherence 
to it gives an easy, natural air to the Composition, ft 
is seldom, therefore, worth while to depart from it for 
the sake of beginning with the most powerful argu- 
ments, (when they happen not to be also the most ob- 
vious,) or on the other hand, for the sake of reserving 
these to the last, and beginning with the weaker; or 
a^ain, of imitating, as some recommend, Nestor's plan 
01 drawing up troops, placing the best first and last, and 
the weakest in the middle. It will be advisable how- 
ever (and by this means you may secure this last ad- 
vantage) when the strongest arguments naturally oc- 
cupy the foremost place, to recapitulate in a reverse 
order ; which will destroy the appearance of anli-cU- 
max, and is also in itself the most easy and natural mode 
of recapitulation. Let, e. s, the arguments 
be A, B, C, D, £, &c. each less weighty liian BA^ene 
the preceding ; then in recapitulating, pro- JSoaf"* 
ceed from E to D, C, B, concluding with A. 



Chap. IV.— Qf Introductions. 

^ 1. A Proeme, Exordium, or Introduction, If, as 
Aristotle has justly remarked, not to be accounted one 
of the essential parts of a Composition, since it is not in 
every case necessary. In most, however, except such 



112 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. [Paut I 

as are extremely short, it is found advisable to premise 
something before we enter on the main argument, to 
avoid an appearance of abruptness, and to facilitate, in 
some way or other, the object proposed. In larger works 
this assujnes the appellation of Preface or Advertise- 
ment ; and not unfrequently two are employed, one un- 
dej the name of Preface, and another, more closely con* 
nected with the main work, under that of Introduction. 

The rules which have been laid down already will 
apply equally to that preliminary course of argument of 
which Introductions often consist. 

The writers before Aristotie are censured by him foi 
inaccuracy, in placing under the head of Introductions, 
as properly belonging to them, many things which are 
not more appropriate in the beginning th^n elsewhere ; 
as, e. g. the contrivances for exciting the hearers' at- 
tention; which, as he observes, is an improper arrange- 
ment ; since, though such an Introduction may some- 
times be required, it is, generally speaking, any where 
else rather than in the beginning, that the attention is 
likely to flag. 

introduc- "^^ ^® ^^.id down by Cicero, (De Oral.) 
tions not Dot to compose the Introduction first, but to 
SosSilfiSt ^^'^s^^®^ ^^t the main argument, and let that 
suggest the Exordium, is just and valuable ; 
for otherwise, as he observes, seldom any thing will 
suggest itself but vague generalities ; " common,** topics, 
as he calls them, t. e, what would equally well suit 
several different compositions; whereas, the Introduc- 
tion, which is composed last, will naturally spring out 
of the main subject, and appear appropriate to it. 
Introduc- § ^* ^^'^' ^^® ^^ ^"^ objects most fre- 
tioninqui- quently proposed in an Introduction, is, to 
■itive. show th at the subj ect in question is important, 
turious, or otherwise interesting, and worthy of atten- 
tion. This may be called an * * Introduction inquisitive."* 

* See Tacitus in the opening of his " History -^ and the beginning 
of Foley's Natural Theology. 
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2dl7. It will frequently happen also, when introduce 
the point to be proved or explained is one ^®^p?J* 
which may be very fully established, or on ** ® 
which there is little or no doubts that it may neverthe- 
less be strange, and different from what might have 
been expected ; in which case it will often have a good 
effect in rousing the attention, to set forth as strongly 
as possible this paradoxical character, and dwell on the 
seeming improbability of that which must, after all, be 
admittS. This may be called an " Introduction para- 
doxical." For instance : — " If you sbpuld see a flock 
of pigeons in a field of com : and if (instead of each 
picking where and what it liked, taking just as much 
as it wanted, and no more) you should see ninety-nine 
of them gathering all they got into a heap ; reserving 
nothing for themselves, but the chaff and the refuse ; 
keeping this heap for one, and that the weakest, per- 
haps worst, of the flock ; sitting round, and looking on, 
all the winter, whilst this one was devouring, throwing 
about, and wasting it; and if a pigeon, more hardy or 
hungry than the rest, touched a grain of the hoard, all 
the others instantly flying upon it, and tearing it to 
pieces; if you should see this, you would see nothing 
more than what is every day practised and established 
among men. Amcmg men, you see the ninety and nine 
toiling and scraping together a heap of supemuitiesfor 
one, (and this one too, oftentimes titte feeblest and worst 
of the whole set, a child, a woman, a madman, or a 
fool ;) getting nothing for themselves all the while, but 
a little of the coarsest of the provision, which their ovm 
industry produces ; looking quietly on, while they see 
the fruits of all their kibour spent or spoiled ; and if one 
of the number take or touch a particle of the hoard, 
the others joining against him, and hanging him foi 
the theft 

" There must be some very important advantages to 
account for an institution, which, m the view of it above 
given, is so paradoxical and unnatural. 
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*<The principal of these advantages are the follow- 
mg :" &c.* 

introduc. ^^^y* What may be called an " Introduo* 
^on oor- tion correctiye,'' is also in frequent use ; viz. 
rwtiye. to show that the subject has been ne^lededt 
misunderstood, or misrepresented by others. This will, 
in many oasest remove a most formidable obstacle in 
the hearer's mind, the anticipation of triteness, if the 
subject be — or may be supposed to be — a hacknied one j 
and it may also serve to remove or loosen such preju- 
dices as might be adverse to die favourable reception 
of our Arguments. 

Introduc- 4thly. It wiU often happen also, that 
tion prepa- there may be need to explain some pecu 
ratozy. lia/rity in the mode of reasoning to be 
adopted; to guard against some possible mistake as to 
the object proposed ; or to apologize for some deficiency 
this may be called the " Introduction preparatory." 
Introduc- ^^^J* and lastly, in many cases there 
tion narni. will be occasion for what may be called a 
live. c< Narrative Introduction,*? to put the reader 

or hearer in possession of the outline of some transac- 
tion, or the description of some state of things, to which 
references and allusicms are to be made in the course 
of the Composition. Thus, in Preaching, it is generally 
found advisable to detail^ or at least briefly to sum up, 
a portion of Scripture-histOry, or a parable, when either 
of these is made the subject of a Sermon. 

Two or more of the introductions that have been 
Mentioned are often combined, especially in the Preface 
to a work of any length. And very often the Introduc- 
tion wifl contain appeals to various passions and feelings 
m the hearers; especially a feeling of approbation 
towards the speaker, or of prejudice against an opponent 
who has preceded him ; but this is, as Aristotle has 
vemarked, by no means confined to Introductions. f 

* Paley% Moral Philosophy, book iii. part i. c. 1 and 3. 

t it has not been thought necessary to treat of Conclusion, Per» 
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PART II. 

OF PERSUASION. 



Chap. I — Introductory. 

§ 1.*Pbrsuasion* properly so called, t. c. Aaeifsisof 
theaxtof influencing the Will, is the next Persuasion. 
point to be considered. And Rhetoric is often regarded 
(as was formerly remarked) in a more limited sense, as 
conversant about this head alone. But even, according 
tothat view, the rules-above laid down will be found not 
the ]es8 relevant ; since the cothviction of the understand- 
ing (of which I have hitlierto been treating) is an essen- 
tisu part of Persuasion ; and will generally need to be ef- 
fected by the arguments of the writer or speaker. For 
in order that the will may be influenced, two things are 
requisite ; viz* 1. that the proposed object should appear 
desirable ; and 2. that the means suggested should be 
proved to be conducive to the attainment of that object; 
and this last, evidently must depend on a process of 
reasoning. In order, e» g., to induce the Greeks to 
unite their efibrts against the Persian invader, it was 
necessary both to prove that co-operation could alone 

ration, or Epilogue, as a distinct head: the general rules that ^ 
Conclusion should be neither sudden and abrupt (so as to induce 
the hearer to say, " I did not know he was going to leave off,") 
Ytor, again, so long as to excite the hearer's impatience after he has ' 
been led to expect an end, bein^ so obvious as hardly to need being 
mentioned. The matter of which the concluding part of a Compo- 
sition consists, will, of course, vary according to the subject and 
^e occasion: but that which is most appropriate, and conse- 
quently most frequent, (in Compositions of any considerable 
length,) is a Recapitulation, either of a part or the whole of th« 
arguments that have been osed ; respecting which a remark has 
been made at the end of chap. iii. ^ 7. 

Any thing relative to the Feelings and the Will, that may be 
especially appropriate to the Conclusion, will be mentioned in its 
pi»per place. 
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render their resistance efiectual, and also to awaken 
such feelings of patriotism, afid abhorrence of a foreign 
yoke, as might prompt them to make these combined 
efforts. For, it is evident, that however ardent their 
love of liberty, they would make no exertions if they 
apprehended no danger ; or if they thought themselves 
able, separately, to defend themselves, they would be 
backward to join the confederacy; and on the othar 
hand, that if they were willing to submit to the Persian 
yoke, or valued their independence less thsm their 
present ease, the fullest conviction that the Means re- 
commended would secure their independence, would 
have had no practical effect. 

Exhor- Persuasion, therefore, depends on, first, 

tation. Argument, (to prove the expediency of the 
means proposed,) and secondly, 'what is usually called 
Eochortation, i. e. the excitement of men to adopt those 
means, by representing the end as sufficiently desirable. 
It will happen indeed, not unfrequently, that the one 
or the other of these objects will have been already, 
either wholly or in part, accomplished; so that the 
other shall be the only one that it is requisite to insist 
on ; viz. sometimes the bearers will be sufficiently intent 
on the pursuit of the end, and will be in doubt only as 
to the means of attaining it; and sometimes, again, 
they will have no doubt on that point, but will be in- 
different, or not sufficiently ardent, with respect to the 
proposed end, and will need to be stimulated by exhor- 
tations. Not sufficiently ardent, I have said, because it 
will not so often happen that the object in question wiU 
be one to which they are totally indiffeienty as that they 
will, practically at least, not reckon it, or not feel it, to 
be worth the requisite pains. No one is absolutely in- 
different, about the attainment of a happy immortality ; 
and yet a great part of the Preacher's business consists 
in exhortation, i. e. endeavouring to induce men to use 
those exertions which they themselves believe to be 
necessary for the attainment of it. 
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Aristotle, and many other writers, h&ve p^gj^^g 
spoken of appeals to the Passions as an un- 
fair mode of influencing the hearers; in answer to 
which Dr. Campbell has remarked, that there can be no 
Persuasion without an address to the Passions :* and it 
Is evident, from what has been just said, that he is right, 
if under ttie term Passion is included every Active Prin- 
ciple of our nature. This however is a greater latitude 
of meaning than belongs ev^n to the Greek word UdBrt ; 
though tbe signification^ of that is wider than, according 
to ordinary use, that of our term «< Passions." 

But Aristotle by no means overlooked the influence of 
necessity with a view to Persuasion, proper- *^« wm. 
ly so termed, of calling into action some motive that may 
influence the Will ; it is plain that, whenever he speaks 

* " To say, that it is possible to persuade without speaking to the 
passions is but at best a kind of specious nonsense. The coolest 
reasoner always in persuading, addiesseth himself to the passions 
some way or other. This he cannot avoid doing, if he speak to the 
purpose. To make me believe, jt is enough to snow me that things 
are so ; to make me act, it is necessary to show that the action 
will answer some End. That can never be an End to me whieh 
gratifies no passion or affection in my nature. Tou assure me, 
* It is for. my honour.' Now you solicit my pride, without which 
I had never been able to understand the word. Tou say, * It is for 
my interest' Now you bespeak m^ self-love. ' It is for the public, 
good.' Now you rouse my patriotism. * It will relieve the mise- 
rable.' Now you touch my pity. So far therefore is it from being 
an uniair method of persuasion to move the passions, that there is 
no persuasion without moving them. 

" But if so much depend on passion, where is the scope for argu* 
mcnt 1 Before I answer this question, let it be observed, that, in 
order to persuade, there are two things which must be carefully 
studied by the orator. The first is, to excite some desire or passion 
in the hearers ; the second is, to satisfy their judgment that there 
is a connexion between the action to which he would persuade 
them, and the gratification of the desire or passion which he ex* 
cites. This is the analysis of persuasion. The former is effected 
by communicating lively and glowing ideas of the object ; the 
latter, unless so evident of itself as to supersede the necessity, by 
presenting the best and most forcible arguments which the nature 
of the subject admits. In the one lies the pathetic, in the other the 
argumentative. These incorporated together constitute that vehe 
mence of contention to which the greatest exploits of Eloquence 
ought doubtless to be ascribed." — Campbell's Phdloi-jphy <^ Rkeio 
rie, book i. chap. vii. ^ 4 
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with reprobation of an appeal to the Passions, his mean- 
ing is, the excitement of such feelings as ought not to 
t't^tienee the decision of the question in hand A de- 
sire to do justice, may be called, in Dr. Campbell's wide 
acceptation of the term, a " Passion " or " Affection ;'* 
this is what ought to influence a Judge; and no one 
would ever censure a Pleader for striving to excite and 
leighten this desire ; but if the decision be influenced 
hy an appeal to Anger, Pity, &c., the feelings thus ex- 
cited being such as ought not to have operated, the 
Judge must be allowed to have been unduly biassed. 
And that this is Aristotle's meaning is evident from his 
characterising the introduction of such topics, as ^fcj 
Tov npayfiarocy " foreign to the matter in hand." It is 
evident, also, thatas the motives which ought to operate 
will be different in different cases, the same may be ob- 
jectionable and not fairly admissible, in one case, which, 
in another, would be perf ectl)r allowable. * An instance 
occurs in Thucydides, in which this is very judiciously 
and neatly pointed out; in the debate respecting the 
Mityleneans, who had been subdued after a revolt, 
Cleon is introduced contending for the justice of inflict- 
ing on them capital punishment; to which Diodotus is 
made to reply, that the Athenians are not sitting in 
judgment on the offenders, but in deliberation as to 
their own interest ; and ought, therefore, to consider, not 
the right they may have to put the revolters to death, 
but the expediency or inexpediency of such a procedure. 
In judicial cases, on the contrary, any appeal to the 
personal interests of the Judge, or even to public expe- 
diency, would be irrelevant, hi framing laws indeed, 
and (which comes to the same thing) giving those deci- 
sions which are to operate as Precedents, the public 
good is the object to be pursued ; but in' the mere ad* 
ministering of the established laws, it is inadmissible. 
Improper There are man)r feelings, again, which it 

motives. jg evident should in no case be allowed to 
♦ See the Treatise on Fallackb, ^ 14. 
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(weiBte; as envy* thirst for revenge, &c. vhe excitement 
01 which by the orator is to be reprobated as an unfair 
artifice ; but it is not the less necessary to be well ac- 
quainted with their nature, in order to allay them when 
previously existing in the hearers,.or to counteract the 
^orts of an adversary in producing or directing them. 
It is evident, indeed, that ail the weaknesses, as well as 
the powers, of the human mind, and all ^e arts by 
which the sophist takes advantage of these weaknesses, 
must be familiarly known by a perfect orator; who, 
though he may be of such a character as to disdain em- 
ploying such arts, must not want the ability to do so, 
or he would not be prepared to counteract them. An 
acquaintance with the nature of poisons is necessary to 
him who would adnunister antidotes. 

§ 2. There is, I conoeivef, no point in 
which the idea of dishonest artifice is, in ^^Sm* 
most people's minds, so intimately associated ai^aiiut dz- 
with that of Rhetoric, as the address to the f'^j^^^ 
feelin|;s or active principles of our nature. ®®"°8"' 
This IS usually stigmatized as " an app^ to the pas- 
sions instead of the reason ;" as if reason alone could 
ever influence the will, and operate as a motive ; which 
it no more can, than the eyes, which show a man his 
Foad, can enable him to move from place to place ; or 
than a ship provided with a compass, can sail without 
a wind. It may be said indeed, with truth, that an ora- 
tor does often influence the will by improper appeals to 
the passions; but it is no less true that he often impo- 
ses on the understanding of his hearers by sophistical 
arguments : yet this does not authorize us to repiobate 
the employment of argument. But it seems to be com- 
monly taken for granted, that whenever the feelings are 
excited they are of coarse over-excited. Now so far is 
this from the fact — so far is it from being true, that 
men are universally, or even generally, in danger of 
being misled in conduct b.y an excess of feeling, that the 
reverse is, at least as often, the case. The more gener- 
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ous feelings, such as compassion, gratitude, devodoxi. 
nay, even rational and rightly-dxrected self-love, hope, 
and fear, are oftener defective than excessive, and that, 
even in tUe estimation of the parties themselves, if they 
are well-principled, judicious, reflective, and candid men. 
Do the feelings of such a man, when contemplating, foi 
instance, the doctrines and the promises of the Christian 
religion, usually come up to the standard which he him- 
self thinks reasonable ? And not only in the case of re- 
ligion, but in many others also, a man will often won- 
der at, and be rather ashamed of, the coldness and 
languor of his own feelings, compared with what the 
occasion calls for : ajid even makes efforts to rouse in 
himself such emotions as he is conscious his reason 
would approve. 

The aenti- In making such an efbrt, a curious and 
"?***' d^T ^°*P®^"^* ^^^ i^ forced on die attention of 
^e direct every one who reflects on the operations of 
control of his own mind ; viz. that the feelings, propen- 
the wui. gj^gg^ g^jjjj sentiments of our nature, are not, 
like the intellectual Faculties, under the direct control of 
volition. The distinction is much the same as between 
the voluntary and the involuntary actions of difierent 
parts of the bodv. One may, by a deliberate act of the 
will, set himself to calculate — ^to reason — to recall his-^ 
torical facts, &c. just as he does, to move any of his 
limbs : on the other hand, a volition to hope or fear, to 
love or h?itc, to feel devotion or pity, and toe like, is as 
ineffectual as to will that the pulsations of the heart, or 
the secretions of the liver, should be altered. Some in- 
deed are, I believe, (strange as it would seem) not aware 
of the total inefficacy of meir own efbrts of volition in 
such cases : that is, they mistake for a, feeling of grati- 
tude, compassion, &c. their voluniaxy reflections on the 
subject, and their conviction that the case is one which 
calls for gratitude or compassion. A very moderate de- 
gree of attention, however, to what is passing in the 
mind, will enable any one to perceive the difference. A 
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blind man may be fully convinced that a soldier's coat 
is of a different colour from a coal : and this his couvic* 
tion is not more distinct from a perception of the co- 
lours, than a belief that some one is very much to be 
pitiedi from a feeling of pity for him. 

How is this difficuity to be surmounted ? u^,^ ^j,^ 
Good sense suggests, in each case, an analo- feeUngs 
gous remedy. It is in vain to form a will to *'® *J^® 
quicken or lower the circulation ; but we may, 
by a voluntary act, swallow a medicine which will have 
that effect : and so also, though we cannot, by a direct 
eflfort of volition, excite or allay any sentiment or emo- 
tion, we may, by a voluntary act, fill the understanding 
with such thoughts as shall operate on the feelings. 
Thus, by attentively studying and meditating on the 
history of some extraordinary personage — by contem- 
plating and dwelling on his actions and sufferings — his 
virtues a!id his wisdom — and by calling on the imagina- 
tion to present a vivid picture of all that is related and 
referred to — in this manner, we may at length succeed 
in kindling such feelings, suppose, of reverence, admi- 
ration, gratitude, love, hope, emulation, &c. as we were 
already prepared to acknowledge are suitable to the case 
So again, if a man of sense wishes to allay in himself 
•any emotion, that of resentment for instance, though it 
is not under the direct control of the will, he deliberate- 
ly sets himself to reflect on the softening circumstances; 
such as the provocations the other party may suppose 
himself to have received ; perhaps, his ignorance, or 
weaknew, or disordered state of health : — he endeavours 
to imagine himself in the place of the offending party ; — 
and above all, if he is a Christian, he meditates on the 
•arable of the debtor, who, after having been himself 
forgiven, claimed payment with ri^d severity from 
his fellow-servant; and on other similar lessons of 
Scripture. 

Now in any such process as this, (which is exactly 
analogous to that of taking a medicine that is to operate 
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A man of on the involuntary bodily organs,) a procesf 
J®'*^® F^°' to which a man of well-regulated mind con- 
toric on tinually finds occasion tc resort, he is pre- 
himseif. cisely acting the part of a skilful orator, 
to himsell ; and that too, in respect of the very point to 
which the most invidious names are usually given, 
** the appeal to the^ feelings." 

Such being then the state of the case, how, it maybe 
said, can it be accounted for, that the idea of unfair 
artifice should be so commonly associated not only with 
Rhetoric in general, but most especially with that parti- 
cular part of it now under consideration ? though no 
other artifice is necessarily employed by the orator than 
a man of sense makes use of towards himself. 
Address to Many different circumstances combine to 
the feelings produce this effect In the first place, the 
indirect intellectual powers being, as has been said, 
under the immediate coniioloi "the Will, which the 
feelings, sentiments, &c. are not,^ an address to the 
understanding is consequently, from the nature of the 
case, direct ; to the feelings, indirect. The conclusion 
you wish to draw, you may state plainly, as such ; and 
avow your intention of producing reasons, which shall 
effect a conviction of that conclusion : you may even 
entreat the hearers' steady attention to the point to be. 
proved, and to the process of argument by which it is 
to be established. But this, for the reasons above 
mentioned, is widely different from the process by 
which we operate on the Feelings. No passion, sehti^ 
ment, or emotion, is excited by thinking about it, and 
attending to it ; but by thinking about, and attending to, 
such objects as are calculated to awaken it. Hence it 
is, that the more oblique and indirect process which 
takes place when we are addressing ourselves to this 
part of the human mind, is apt to suggest the idea of 
trick and artifice ; although it is, as I have said, just 
such as a wise man practises towards himself. 

In the next place, though men are often deluded by 
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sophistical arguments addressed to the under- DelusioDt 
standing, they do not, in this case, so readily SerSanSne 
detect the deceit that has been practised harder to 
on them, as they do in the case of their detect, 
being misled by the excltenient of passions. A few 
days, or even hours, will often allow them to cool, 
sufficiently, to view in very different colours, some 
question on which they have perhaps decided in a 
moment of excitement ; whereas any sophistical reason* 
irtg by which they had been misled, thev are perhaps 
as unable to detect as ever. The state of the feelings, 
in short, varies from day to day ; the understanding 
remains nearly the same : and hence the idea of deceit 
is more particularly associated with that kind of deceit 
which is the less permanent in its effects, and the 
sooner detected. 

To these considerations it may be added, Men dis. 
that men have in general more confidence in JJJJJ* ^^^ 
the soundness of their understanding, than ings^than 
in their self-command and due regulation of their under 
feelings: they are more unwilling, conse- *'*°d^S- 
quently, to believe that an orator has misled, or can 
mislead them, by sophistical cffguments — that is by 
taking advantage of tneir intellectual weakness — than 
by operating on their feelings ; and hence, the delusions 
which an artful orator produces, are often attributed in 
a greater degree than is really the case, to the influence 
he has exerted on the passions. 

But if every thing were to be regarded with aversion 
or with suspicion that is capable of being employed 
dishonestly, or for a bad purpose, the use of language 
might be condemned altogether. It does indeed often 
happen, that men's feelings are extravagantly excited 
on some inadequate occasion: this only proves how 
important it is that either they, or the person who 
undertakes to advise them, should understand how to 
bring down these feelings to the proper pitch. And it 
happens full as often (which is what most persons are 
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The feel- apt to overlook) that 4heir feelings fall far 
Ings as apt short of what, even in their own judgment, 
of, al\o^ex- the occasion would call for : and in this case 
ce'ed the an excitement of such feelings, though not 
properpoint. effected directly by a process of reasoning, 
is very far from being any thing ^tpposed to reason, or 
tending to mislead the judgnrient Stimulants are not 
to be condemned as necessarily bringing the body into 
an unnatural s\aX.Q, because they raise the circulation; 
in a fever this would be hurtful; but there may be a 
torpid, lethargic disease, in which an excitement of the 
circuktion is precisely what is wanted to bring it into a 
healthy condition. 

Division of § ^' "^^ Active Principles of our nature 
active prin- may be classed in various ways ; the arrange- 
cipies. ment adopted by Mr. Dugald Stewart* is, 
perhaps, the most correct and convenient ; the heads he 
enumerates are Appetites, (which have their origin in the 
body,) Desires, and Affettvms; these last being such as 
imply some kind oi disposition relative to another 
Person ; to which must be added. Self-love, or the desire 
of happiness, as such ; and the Moral-faculty, called by 
some writers Conscience, by others Conscientiousness, 
by others the Moral sense, and by Dr. A. Smith, the 
sense of Propriety. 

Under the head of Aifections may^ be included the 
sentiments of Esteem, Regard, Admiration, &c. which 
it is so important that the audience should feel towards 
the Speaker. Aristotle has considered this as a distinct 
head; separating the consideration of the Speaker's 
character (^Udog rot) liyovro^) from that of the dispo- 
sition of the hearers ; under which, however, it might, 
according to his own views, have been included; il 
being plain from his manner of treating of the Speaker't 
character, that he means, not his real cnaracter, (accord 
ing to the fanciful notion of Quinctilian,) but the im 

* Outlines of Moral Philosophy. 
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pres&uon pioduced on the minds of the hearers, by the 
Speaker, respecting himself. 

He remarks, justly, that the character to ^, 
be established is that of, first, (Jood Princi- to beesu^ 
pie, secondly. Good Sense, and thirdly, blishedby 
Goodwill and friendly disposition towards the {|j,® 'P®** 
audience addressed ;* and that if the Orator 
can completely succeed in this, he will persuade more 
powerfully than by the strongest Ai^uments. He m^t 
hare added, (as indeed he does slightly hint at the con- 
clusion of his Treatise,) that, where there is an Oppo- 
nent, a like reisiult is produced by exciting the contrary 
feelings respecting him ; viz. holding hmi up to con- 
tempt, or representing him as an object of reprobation 
or suspicion. 

To treat fully of all the different emotions and springs 
of action whicn an orator may at anytime find it neces- 
sary to call into play, or to contend against, would be to 
enter on an almost boundless field of metaphysical in- 

auiry, which does not properly fall within the limits of 
le subject now before us : and on the other hand, a 
brief definition of each passion, &c. and a few general 
remarks on it, could hardly fail to be trite and uninte- 
resting. A few miscellaneous rules therefore may 
suffice, relatiTe to the conduct, generally, of those parts 
of any Composition which are deaigned to influence the 
will. 



Chap. IL—Qf the conduct of any addresa to the Feel 
ings, generally. 



§ 1. The first and most important point to be Men impa- 
obserred in every address to any Passion, tient ofdifr 
Sentiment, Feeling, &c is, (as has been al- Jj^f of ** 
leady hinted,) that it should not be intro- their fMl 
daced as such, and plainly avowed ; other- *"«• 

* 'Aftril <^p6npni^ ESyMa, book a. c. 1 
12 



140 ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. CPasiIL 

wise the efieet will be, in great measure* if not entirely* 
lost This circumstance f onns a remarkable distinction 
between the head now under consideration, and that of 
Argumentation. When engaged in Reasoning, properly 
so called, our purpose not omy need not be concealed 
but may, (as I have said,) without prejudice to the 
effect, be distinctly declared : on the other hand, even 
when the Feelings we wish to excite are sUch as ought 
to operate, so that there is no reason to be ashamed of 
the endeavours thus to influence the hearer, still our 
purpose and drift should be, if not absolutely concealed* 
yet not oj^nly declared, and made prominent Wliether 
*the motives vtbjxk the orator is endeavouruig to call 
into action be suitable or unsuitable to the occasion — 
audi as it is right, or wrong, for the hearer to act upoui 
the same rule will hold good. In the .latter^ case it is 

Slain, that the speaker who is seekine to bias imfairly 
It minds of the audience will be tbe more likely to 
succeed by going to work clandestinely^ in. order thai 
his hearers may not be on theix guards and pepare and 
ioxtity ih&x minds against the impressioiL he widies to 
produce. In the other case — ^where the motivea dwcdt 
on are such as ought to be present, and strongly to 
operate, men axe not likely to be pleased with tl^ idea 
that th^ need to have th^ motives uteed upon them« 
and that they are not already sufficiently under the in« 
fluence of such sentiments as the occasion cadis for. A 
man may indeed be convinced that he is in such a pre- 
dicament ; and may ultimately feel obliged to the Orator 
for exciting or stren^ening such eentimenta; but 
while he confesses this, he cannot but feel a degree of 
mortification in making the confession, and a kind of 
jealousy of the apparent assumption of superiority^ in 
a speaker, who seems to say, ** now I will exhort you 
to feel as you ought on this occasion ;" « I will endear 
vdur to in^ire you with such noble, and generous, ana 
amiable sentiments as you oueht to entertain ;" which 
is, in effect, the tpm&of him who avows the purpose ol 



Ctai». n. § ] .] OF PERSUASION. X4Y 

Exhortation. The mind is sure to revolt fiom the hvt 
miliation oi being ^us moulded and fashioned, in respect 
to its feelings, at the pleasure of another; and is apt, 
perversely, to resist the influence of such a discipHne. 

Whereas, there is no such implied superioiitjr in 
avowing the intention of convincing; the understanding. 
Men know, and (what i^ more to the purpose) feel, iJbaX 
he who presents to their minds a new and cogent train 
of Aigument, does not necessarily possess or assume 
any offensive superiority ; but may, by merely having 
devoted a particular attention to the point in question, 
succeed in setting before them arguments and explana* 
tions which have not occurred to themselves. And 
even if the arguments adduced, and the conclusions^ 
drawn, should be opposite to those vnih which they had 
fonnerly been satisfledii still there is nothing in this so 
humiliating,. as in that which seems to amount to the 
imputation of a moral deficiency. 

It is. true that -sermons not unfrequently camion 
prove popiUar, which consist avowedly and against 
ahnost exclusively of Exhortation, strictly Jortluon * 
80 called-^in whick the design of influencing 
the sentiments and leelings is not only apparent, but 
prominent throughout : but it is to be feared, that tiiose 
who are the most pleased with such discourses, are 
more apt to apply these Exhortations to their neigh* 
hours than to themselves ; and that each bestows nis 
commendation rather from the consideration that such 
admonitions are much needed, and must be generally 
useful, than from finding theme thus useful to himself. 

When indeed the speaker has made some progress, in 
exciting Ae fedings required, and has in great measure 
gained possession of hik. audience, a d^ect and distinct 
exhortation to adopt the conduct recommended will 
often prove very effectual ; but never can it be needful 
or advisable to tell them (as some do) that you are going 
to exhort them 

It will, indeed, sometimes happen that the excitement 
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of a certain feeling will depend, in some measure, on a 
process of Reasoning ; e. g. it may be requisite to prove, 
where there is a doubt on the subject, that the person 
so recommended to the pity, gratitude, &c of the hearers, 
is really an object deserving of these sentiments : but 
even then, it will ahnost always be the case, that the 
chief point to be accomplished, shall be to raise. those 
feeluigs to the requisite height, after die understanding 
is convinced that the occasion calls for them- And this 
is to be effected not b^r Argument, properly so called, 
but by presenting the circumstances in such a point oi 
view, and so fixmg and detaining the attention upon 
them, that corresponding sentiments and emotions shall 
^gradually, and, as it were, spontaneously, ahse. 

Sermons would probably haye more effect, 
se^monsT ^^» instead of being, as they frequently are, 
directly hortatory 9 they were more in a di- 
dactic form ; occupied chieny in explaining some trans^ 
action related, or doctrine laid down, in Scripture. The 
generality of hearers are too much familianzed to direct 
exhortation to feel it adequately : if they are led to the 
same point obliquely, as it were, and induced to dwell 
with interest for a*^ considerable time on some point, 
closely, though incidentally, connected with the most 
awful and important truths, a very slight application to 
themselves might make a greater impression than the 
most vehement appeal in the outset. Often indeed they 
would themselves make this application unconsciously ; 
and if on any this procedure made no impression, it caa 
hardly be expected that any thing else would. To use 
a homely illustration, a moderate charge of powder wiU 
have more effect In splitting a rock, if we begin by deep 
boring, and introducing the charge into the very heart 
of it, than ten times the quantity, exploded on the 
surface* 

Adyantage § 2. Hence arises another rule closely 
of copious connected with the foregoing, though it alsa 
■**^* so far relates to style that it might with suf- 
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fident propriety have been placed tinder that head ; viz. 
that in order eifectaally to excite feelings of &ny kind, 
it is necessary to employ some copiousness of detail, 
and to dwell somewhat at lar^e on the several circum- 
stances of the case in hand ; in which respect there is 
A wide distinction between strict Argumentation, with 
ft view to the Conviction of the Understanding alone, 
and the attempt to influence the Will, by the excitement 
of any Emotion.* With respect to Argument itself, in- 
deed, different occasions will call for different degrees of 
copiousness, repetition, and expansion;— the chain of 
reasoning employed, may in itsielf, consist of more or 
fewer links; — abstruse and complex argimients must 
be unfolded at greater length than such as are more 
simple ; and the more unx;ultivated the audience, the 
more full must be the explanation and illustration, and 
the more frequent the repetition, of the arguments pre- 
sented to them ; but still the same general principle pre- 
vails in all these cases ; viz. to aim merely at letting 
the arguments be fully tinderstood and admitted. This 
will indeed occupy a shorter or longer space, according 
to the nature of the case and the character of the hear- 
ers ; but all expansion and repetition beyond what is ne- 
cessary to accomplish Conviction, is, in every instance, 
tedious and disgusting. In a Description, on the other 
Hand, of an^hing that is likely to act on the Feelings, 
this effect will by no means be produced as soon as me 
understanding is sufficiently informed ; detsdl and ex- 
pansion are here not only admissible, but absolutely 
necessary, in order that the mind may have leisure and 

* " Non enim, sicut argumentnm, simulatqnepoffitnm est, arripi' 
tnr, alterumque et tertium poscitur ; ita misericordiam aut m^idiam 
ant iracundiam, simulataue intuleris, possis commoyere : argumen- 
turn enim ratio ipsa connrmat, que, simulatque emissa est, adhere 
■cit ; illud autem genus orationis non cognitionem Judicis, sed rath 
gis perturbationem reqnirit, quam conseqni, nisi multa et varla et 
copiosa oratione, et simili contentione actionis, nemo potest. Quare 
qui ant breyiter ant summisse dicnnt, docere judicem possunt, 
•ommovera non possont j in quo sunt omnia.'* Cic. de Orat. lib. tt 
C.68 
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opportunity to form Tirid and distinct ideas. For, as 
Qoinctilian well observes, he who tells us that a city 
was sacked, although that one word imphes all that oc- 
curred, will produce little, if any, impression on thd 
feelings,* in compariaon of one who sets before us a 
lively descripticm of the various lamentable cii cum^ 
stances. To tell the whdte^ he adds, is by no means Ihft 
same as to tell e't^ery thing. 

Accordingly it may be observed, that though cfvery 
one understands what is meant by *« a wound," there 
are some who cannot hear a minute description of one 
without fainting. 

The death of Patroclusisminutely related by Homer, 
for the interest of thein^OK^r; though to Ajchilles, whone 
feelings would be sufficiency excited by the bare fact, 
it is told in two words : Ktlrai H&rpOKkoc:. 

There is an instance related in a number of the Ad- 
venturer, of a whole audience being moved to tears by 
minute detail of the circumstances connected with the 
death of a youthful pair at the battle of Fontenoy ; 
though they had previously listened without emotion to 
a general statement of the dreadful carnage in that en* 
gagement 

It is not, however, with a view to the Feelings only, 
that some copiousness of detail will occasionally be 
needful ; it will often happen that the Jud^ent cannot 
be correctly formed, without dwelling on circumstances, 
imagina. ^^ ^*® seldom if ever been noticed, how 

tion needed important among the intellectual qualifica* 
of Wsto™*^^ tions for the study of history, is a vivid 
^ **^* Imagination : a faculty which consequently 
a skilful narrator must himself possess, and to whicr 
he must be able to furnish excitement in others. Som 
may perhaps be startled at this remark, who have beet, 
accustomed to consider Imagination as having no oihti 

* Br. Campbell has treated very ably of some circnm stance* 
which t6nd to heighten any impression. The reader is referrexl t« 
the Appendix, [H] for some extracts 
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office than txyfeign and falsify. Every faculty is liable 
to abuse and mi&rection ; and Imagination among the 
test : but it is a mistake to suppose that it necessarily 
tends to pervert the truth of history, and to mislead the 
Judgment On the contrary, our view of any transac- 
tion, especially one that is remote in time or place, will 
necessarily be imperfect, generally, inc(»rrect, unless it 
embrace something more than the bare outline of the 
occurrences ; — ^unless we have before the mind a lively 
idea of the scenes in which the events took place, the 
habits of thought and of feeling of the actors, and all 
the circumstances connected with the transaction;— 
an]^s, in short; we can in a considerable degree trans^ 
port. ourselves. out of our own age, and country, and 
persons, and imagine ourselves the agents or spectators. 
It is from a consideration of all these circumstances that 
we are enabled to form a right judgment as to the facts 
which History records, and to derive instruction from 
it* What^we imagine, may indeed be merely tmaffi' 
nary, L e. unreal ; but it may again be what actuaiQy 
does or did exist To say that Imagination, if not 
regulated by sound judgment and sufficient knowledge, 
may chance to convey to us false impressions of past 
events, is only to say that man is fallible. But such 
false impressions are even mucK the more likely to take 
possession of ti^ose whose Imagination is feeble or 
uncultivated. They are apt to imagine the things, 
persons, times, countries, &c. which they read of, as 
much less different from what they see around them, 
than is really the case. 

§ 3. It is not, however, always advisable indirect 
lo enter into a direct detail of circumstances ; detcription. 
which would often have the effect of wear3ring the 
hearer beforehand, with the expectation of a long de- 
scription of something in which he probably does not, 
as yet, feel much interest ; and would also be.likely to 
prepare him too much, and forewarn him, as it were, of 
* See Appendix, [I.] 
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Ihe object proposed— the design laid against laa feelingA. 
It is observed by Opticians and Astronomers that B,stde' 
view of a faint star, or, especially, of a comet, presents 
it m much greater brilliancy than a direct-view. To 
see a comet in its full splendour, you should look, not 
straight at it, but at some star a little beside it Some- 
thing analogous to this, often takes place in mental per 
cepiions. It will often, therefore, Iwive a better effect to 
describe obliquely, (if I may so speakO by introducing 
circumstances connected with the main object or event, 
and affected by it, but not absolutely forming a part of 
it And circumstances of this kind may not unfre* 
C|uently be so selected as to produce a more stnliing 
impression of any thin^ that is in itself great and re- 
marksible, than could be {>roduced by a minute and 
direct description ; beciiuse in this way the general and 
collective result of a whole, and the effects produced by 
it on other objects, may be vividly impressed on the 
hearer's mind ; the circumstantial detail of collateral 
matters not drawing off the mind from the contempla- 
tion of the principal matter as one and complete. Thus, 
the woman's application to the Xing of Samaria, to 
compel her neighbour to fulfil the agreement of sharing 
with her the infant's flesh, gives a more frightful im- 
pression of the horrors of the famine than any more 
direct description could have done ; since it presents to 
us the picture of that hardening of the heart to every 
idnd of norror, and that destruction of the ordinary state 
of human sentiment, which is the resvkU of long con- 
tinued and extreme misery. Nor could any detail of 
the particular vexations to be suffered by the exiled 
Jews for their disobedience, convey so lively an idea of 
them as that description of then: resiUt contained in the 
denunciation of Moses : " In the evening thou shalt 
say. Would Gk>d it were morning ! and in the morning 
thou shalt say. Would God it were evening !" 

In the poem of Rokeby, a striking exemplification 
occurs of what has been said : Bertram, in describing 
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tfie prowess he had displayed as a Buccaneer, does not 
particularise any of his exploits, but alludes to the 
terrible impression they had left: 

Ponasiftli maids shall long look pal», 
When Risingham inspires the tale ; 
Chili's dark matrons long shall tame 
Tlufrtfward child "wiih Bertram's name. 

The first of Dramatists^who might have been, perhaps, 
the first of Orators, has offered some excellent exempli- 
fications of this rule ; especially in the speech of An- 
tony over Caesar's body. 

§ 4. Comparison is one powerful means Compari- 
of exciting or heightening any emotion : viz. ■o"* 
by presenting a parallel between the case in hand and 
some other that is calculated to call forth such emotions ; 
taking care, of course, to represent the present case as 
stronger thein the one it is compared with, and such as 
ought to affect us more powerfully. • 

When several successive steps of this kind -j. 
are employed to raise the feelings gradually " 

to the nighest pitch, ("which is the principal employ 
ment of what Khetoricians call the Climax,*) a rar 
stronger effect is produced than by the mere presenta- 
tion of the most striking object at once. It is observed 
by all travellers who have visited the Alps, or other 
stupendous mountains, that they form a very inadequate 
Motion of the vastness of the greater ones, till they 
ascend some of the less elevated, (which yet are huge 
mountains,) and thence view the others still towering 
above them. And the mind, no less than ^e eye, 
cannot so well take in and do justice to any vast object 
at a single glance, as by several successive approaches 
and repeated comparisons. Thus, in the well-known 
Climax of Cicero in the Oration agadnst Verres, shocked 
as the Romans were likely to be at the bare mention of 

* An analogous Arrangement of Jirgumenu, in order to set forth 
the full force of the one we mean to dwell upon, would also receive 
the same appeUation ; and in fact is very often combined and blend- 
ed with that whVch is her > spoken of. 
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Ibe crucifixion of one of tfaeir citLzeoB, t&e sneceasiTe 
steps by which he brings them to the contemplation of 
sudi an event, were GaJctLIatod to work up their feel- 
ings to a much higher pitch : " It is an outrage to bind 
a Roman citizen; toscouige him is an atrocious crime, 
to put him to death is almost parricide ; but to crucify 
him— what shall 1 call it?" 

It is observed, accordingly, by Aristotle, in speaking 
of Panegyric, that the person whom we would hold up 
to admiration, should always be compared, and advan- 
tageously compared, if possible, with those that are 
already uilustrious, but if not, at least with some person 
whom he excels : to excels being in itself, he says, a 
ground of admiration. The same rule will apply, as 
has been said, to all other feelings as well as to Admi- 
ration : Anger, or Pity, for instance, are more effectually 
excited if we produce cases such as would call forth 
those passions^ and which, though similar to those be^ 
fore ns, are not so strong ; and so with respect to the rest. 

When it is said, however, that the object which we 
compare with another, introduced for the purpose, should 
be one which ought to excite the feeling in question in 
a higher degree than that other, it is not meant that this 
must actually be, already, the impression of the hear- 
ers : the reverse will more commonly be flie case ; that 
the instances adduced will be such as actually a^ct 
their feelings mdre strongly than that to which we are 
endeavouring to turn them, till the flame spreads, as it 
were, from the one to the other. This will especi^y 
hold good in every case where self is concerned ; e. g. 
men feel naturally more indignant at a slight afS*ont 
offered to themselves, or those closely connected with 
them, than at the most grievous wrong done to a 
stranger ; if, therefore, you would excite their utmost in- 
dignation in such a case, it must be by comparing ii with 
a parallel case that concerns themselves ; t . e. by lead- 
ing them to consider how they would feel were such and 
Buch an injury done to themieives. And, on the other 
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hand, if you would lead them to a j ast sense of their own 
faults, it must be by leading, them to contemplate lik« 
faults in others ; of which the celebrated parable of Na- 
than, addressed to David, afiords an admirable instance. 

It often answers very well to introduce in this manner 
an instance not only avowedly ^ct^^iou^, but even mani- 
festly «m|X)sst^ie, provided it be but concewable, A case 
may thus be exhibited more striking and apposite than 
any real or possible one that could be found. I have 
inserted in the Appendix some examples of this kind.* 

^ 5 Another Rule, (which also is con- 
nected in some d^ree with style,) relates to rati^and 
die tone of feeling to be manifested by the extenuatirig 
writer or speaker himself, in order to excite "®*^o<^- 
the most effectually the desired emotions ia the minds 
of the hearers. Ajid this is to be accomplished by] two 
Opposite methods : the one, which is the more obvious, 
is to express opraly the feeling in question ; the other, 
to seem labouring to $uppr4ss it : in the former method, 
the most forcible remarks are introduced---the most 
direct as well as impassioned kind of descriptibn is em- 
ployed — ^and something of exaggeration introduced, in 
order to carry the hearers as far as possible in the same 
direction in which the Orator seems to be himself 
hurried, and to infect them, to a certain degree, with the 
emotions and sentiments which he thus manifests : the 
other method, which is often no less successful, is to 
abstain from all remarks, or from all such as come up 
to the expression of feeling which the occasion seem» 
to authorize — ^to use a gentler mode of expression than 
the case might fairly warrant — ^to deliver « an unvar- 
nished tale," leaving the hearers to make their own 
comments-~and to appear to stifle, and studiously to 
keep within bounds such emotions as may seem natural. 
This produces a kind of reaction in the hearers' minds : 
and being struck with the inadequacy of the expressiond, 
and the studied calmness of the speaker's manner of 

* See Appendix, [K.} 
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stating things, compared with what he may natuially be 
supposed to fee], they will often rush into the opposite 
extreme, and become the more strongly affected by that 
which is set before them in so simple and modest a form. 
And though this method is in reality more artificial tiian 
the other, the artifice is the more likely (perhaps for 
that very reason) to escape detection: men being less 
on their guard against a speaker who does not seem so 
much labouring to work up their feelings, as to repress 
or moderate his own ; provided that this calmness and 
coolness of manner be not carried to such an extreme 
as to bear the appearance of affectation ; which caution 
IS also to be attended to in the other mode of procedure 
no less ; an excessive hyperbolical, exaggeration being 
likely to defeat its own object. Aristotle mentions, 
(Rhet. book ix ) though very briefly, these two modes 
of rousing the feelings, the latter under the name of 
Eironeia, which in his time was conmionly employed 
to signify, not according to the modem use of ** Irony," 
saying "the contrary to what is meant," but, what 
later writers usually express by Litotes, i. e. " sajnuig 
^<ts than is meant** 

The two methods mayt)ften be both used on the same 
occasion, beginning with the calm, and proceeding to 
the impassioned^ afterwards, when the feelings of the 
hearers are already wrought up to a certain pitch.* 
Universally, indeed, it is a fault carefully to be avoid- 
ed> to express feelings more vehemently than that the 
audience can go along with the speaker ; who would, 
in that case, as Cicero observes, seem like one raving 
among the sane, or intoxicated in the midst of the sober. 
And accordingly, except where from extraneous causes 
the audience are already in an excited state, we must 
carry mem forward gradually, and allow time for the 
fire to kindle. The blast which would heighten a 
strong flame, would, if applied too soon, extinguish the 

* *Orav |yn ij^ TobsAKPoards, xat notrjctr^ ivdovaidina\ — Ar}stotl«^ 
Uket. book. iii. ch. 7. 
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first faint spark. The speech of Antony over CtestifB 
corpse, which has been already mentioned, afibrds an 
admirable example of that combination of the two me- 
ihods which has just been spoken of. 

Generally, however it will be found that the same 
orators do not excel equally in both modes of exciting 
the feelings ; and it should be recommended to each to 
employ principall}^ that in which he succeeds best ; 
since either, if judiciously managed, will generally prove 
effectual for its object 'The well-known tale of Inkle 
and Yarico, which is an instance of the extenuating 
method, (as it may be called,) could not, perhaps, have 
been rendered more affecting, if equally so, by the most 
impassioned vehemence and rhetorical heightening. 

In no point, perhaps, more than in that jQipgrtance 
now under consideration, is the importance of arrange- 
of a judicious arrangement to be perceived. "®°*' 
The natural and suitable order of the parts of a dis- 
course (na,tural it may be called, because corresponding 
with that in which the ideas suggest themselves to the 
mind) is, that the statements and arguments should first 
be clearly and calmly laid down and developed, which 
are the ground and justification of such sentiments and 
emotions as the case calls for ; and that, then, the im- 
passioned appeal (supposing the circumstances such as 
admit of or demand this) ^ould be made, to hearers 
well prepared by their previous deliberate conviction, 
for resigning themselves to such feelii^ as fairly arise 
out of that conviction. The former of these two parts 
may be compared to the back of a sabre ; tiie latter to 
its edge The former should be firm and weighty ; the 
latter keen. The writer who is deficient in strength of 
Argument, seems to want weight and stoutness of me- 
tal ; his strokes make but a superficial impression, or 
the weapon is shivered to fragments in his hand. He 
again, whose Logic is convincing, but whose deficiency 
IS in the keenness of his application to the heart and to 
the will of the hearer, seems to be wielding a blunt 
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tboi^h ponderous weapon ; we wonder to find that suck 
weighty blows have not cut deeper. And he who re- ' 
▼erses the natural order — ^who begins with a vehement 
address to the feelings, and afterwards proceeds to the 
arguments which alone justif} such feelings, reminds 
us of one wieldine an excellent sword, but striking with 
the back of it: if he did but turn it round, its blowB 
would take efiect 

DiTersion § 6. When the occasion or object in c[ues- 
of feelings, tion is not such as calls for, or as is likely 
to excite in those particular readers or hearers, the emo- 
tions required, it is a common rhetorical artifite to turn 
their attention to some object which will call forth these 
feelings : and when they are too much excited to be ca- 
pable of judging calmly, it will not be difficult to turn 
their passions, once roused, in the direction required, 
and to make Ihem view the case before them in a very 
different light. When the metai is heated, it may easily 
be moulded into the desired form. Thus, vehement in- 
dignation against some crime may be directed against a 
person who has not been proved guilty of it ; and vague 
declamations against corruption, oppression, &c. oi 
against the mischiefs of anarchy; with high-flown 
panegyrics on liberty, rights of man, &c» or on social 
order, justice, the constitution, law, religion, &c. will 
gradually lead the hearer to take for granted, without 
proof, that the measure proposed will lead to these evils 
or these advantages; and it will inconsequence become 
the object of groundless abhorrence or admiration. Fo. 
the very utterance of such words as have a multitude 
of what may be called stimulating ideas associated with 
them, will operate like a charm on the minds, especially 
of the ignorant and unthinking, and raise such a tu- 
mult of feeling as will efiecttially blind their judgment : 
so tliat a string of vague abuse or panegyric, wiU often 
have the effect of a train of sound Argument'. This arti- 
fice falls under the head of ** Irrelevant Conclusion," oi 
ignoi'otioelencMf mentioned in the Treatise onFallacies 



Obaf. m. § 1.1 OF PERSUASION. lii 



Chap. IH. — Of Ihe favourable or unfavourable diswh 
sition of the hearers towards the Speaker or Ati 
opponent. 

§ 1. In raisiDg afavouiable impression of indirect 
the speaker, or an unfavouiable one of hiB leif-com. 
opponent, a peculiar tact wiU of course be w^J^daUpn. 
necessary; especially in the former, since direct self- 
conunendation will usually be dii^sting, to a greatei 
degree, even than a direct personal attack on another ; 
though, if die Orator is pleading his own cause, or one 
in which he is personally concerned, (as was the case 
^ the speech of DemosUienes concerning the Crown,) 
a greater allowance will be made for him on this point ; 
especially if he be a very eminent person, and one who 
may safely appeal to public actions performed by him. 
Thus Pendes is represented by Thucydides as claiming, 
directly, when speaking in his own vindication, ezacthr 
the qualities (good Sense, good Principle, and (Good- 
will) which ^stotle Ia3rs down as constituting the 
character which we must seek to appear in. But then 
it is to be T)bseryed, that the historian represents him as 
accustomed to address Uie people with more authority 
than others for die most part ventured to assume. It 
is by the expression of wise, amiable, and generous 
Sentiments, that Aristotle recommends the speaker to 
manifest his own character;* but even this must 
generally be done in an obliquef and seemingly inci* 
dental manner, lest the hearers be disgusted with a 

* When (as of course will often happen) the hearers are thui 
induced, on insufficient CTonnds, to give the speaker full credit for 
moral exceUenoej from his merelj uttexlng the language of it, the 
fallacy which in this case misleads them mav be regarded as that of 
undistributed middle : " a good man would speak so and so ; the 
speaker does this ', therefore he must be a good man." 

f E. Q. " It would bo needless to impress upon you the maxim," 
lie. " Tou cannot be ignorant," &c. &c. " I am not advancing 
any high pretensions in expresiing the sentiments which sucli ta 
•ccaaion must call forth iu vmj fionest heart," Ice 
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pompous and studied display of fine sentiments ; and 
care must also be taken not to afiront them by seeming 
to inculcate, as something likely to be new te them, 
maxims which they regard as almost truisms. Of course 
the application of this last caution must vary according 
to the character of the persons addressed ; that mi^hl 
excite admiration and gratitude in one audience, which 
another would receive with indignation and ridicule. 
Most men, however, are disposed rather to overrate than 
to extenuate their oi^n morad judgment ; or at least to bf 
jaalous of any one*s appearing to underrate it. 
Eloquence Universally indeed^ in the Arguments used, 
reiaUve. ^3 ^^11 as in the appeals made to the feelings, 
a consideration must be had of the hearers, whethes 
&ey are learned or ignorant — of this or that profession 
— nation — character, &c. and the address must be 
adapted to each; so that there can be no excellence of 
writing or speaking, in the abstract ; nor can we any 
more pronounce on the Eloquence of any Composition, 
than upon the wholesomeness of a medicine, without 
knowing for whom it is intended. The less enlighten^ 
the hearers, the harder, of course, it is to make them 
comprehend a long and complex train of Reasoning ; 
so that sometimes the arguments, in themselves the most 
cogent, cannot be employed at all -with effect ; and the 
rest will need an expansion and copious illustration 
which would be needless, and therefore tiresome, (as 
has been above remarked,) before a different kind of 
audience. On the other hand, their feehngs may be 
excited by much bolder and coarser expedients ; such as 
those are the most ready to employ, and the most likely 
to succeed in, who are themselves a little removed 
above the vulgar ; as may be seen in the effec ts produced 
by fanatical preachers. But there are none whose feel- 
ings do not occasionally need and admit of excitement 
by the powers of eloquence; only there is a more 
exquisite skill required in thus afiecting ihe educated 
classes, than the populace., " The less improved in 
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knowledge and discernment the hearers are, the easier 
it is for the speaker to work upon their passions, and hy 
working on their passions, to obtain his end. This, it 
must be owned, appears on the other hand to give a 
considerable advantage to the preacher ; as in no con- 
gregation can the bulk of the people be regarded as on 
a footing, in point of improvement, with either House 
of Parliament, or with the Judges in a Court of Judica- 
ture. It is certain, that the more gross the hearers are, 
fhe more avowedly may you address yourself to their 
passions, and the less occasion there is for argument; 
whereas, the more intelligent they are, the more covertly 
must you operate on their passions, and the more atten- 
tive must you be in regard to the justness, or at least 
the speciousness, of your reasoning. Hence some have 
strangely concluded, that the onlv scope for eloquence 
is in haranguing the multitude ; tnat in gaining over to 
your purpose men of knowledge and breeding, the 
exertion of oratorical talents hath no influence. This 
IS precisely as if one should argue, because a mob is 
much more easily subdued than regular troops, there is 
no occasion for the art of war, nor is there a proper 
field for the exertion of military skill, unless when you 
are quelling an undisciplined rabble. Every body sees, 
in this case, not only how absurd such a way of argu- 
ing would be, but that the very reverse ought to be the 
conclusion. The reason why people do not so quickly 
perceive the absurdity in the other case, is, that they 
affix no distinct meani^ig to the word eloquence, often 
denoting no more by that terra than simply the power 
of moving the passions. But even in this improper 
acceptation, their notion is far from being just; for 
wherever there are men, learned or ignorant, civilized 
or barbarous, there are passions ; and the greater the 
difficulty is in a^cting these, the more art is requisite.* 
It may be added to what Dr. C. has here remarked, 
that the title of eloquent may have come to be often 

* Campbell's Rhetoric, b. i. ch. x. sec. 3, pp. 334, 3?*l 
13 
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limited to such compositions as he is speaking of, from 
the circumstance that their eloquence is (to readers of 
cultivated mind) more conspicuous. That which af ects 
our own feelings is not, by us, at the thne at least, per 
ceived to be eloquence. See note to the next section. 

On the other hand, it is, as has been said, in the same 
degree more difficult to bring the uneducated to a com- 
f rehension of the arguments employed ; and this, not 
oni^ from their reasoning-powers having less general 
cultivation, but also, in many instances, from their ig- 
norance of the subject; — their needing to be informed of 
the facts, and to have the principles explained to them, 
on which the argument proceeds. And I cannot but 
think tiiat the generality of sermons seem to pre-sup- 
pose a degree of religious knowledge in the hearers 
greater than many of them would be found on exami- 
nation to possess. When this is the case, the most an- 
gelic eloquence must be unavailing to any practical 
purpose* 

In no point more than in that now under consideration, 
viz. the Conciliation (to adopt the term of the Latin 
writers) of the hearers, is it requisite to consider who 
and what the hearers are ; for when it is said that good 
Sense, good Principle, and Good-will, constitute the 
character which the speaker ought to establish of him- 
self, it is to be remembered that every one of these is 
to be considered in reference to the opinions and habits 
of the audience. To think very differently from his 
hearers, may often be a sign of the Orator's wisdom and 
worth ; but they are not likely to consider it so. A 
witty satirist* has observed, that ** it is a short way to 
obtain the reputation of a wise and reasonable man, 
whenever any one tells you his opinion, to agree with 
him *' Without going the full length of completely act- 
ing on this maxim, it is absolutely necessary to remem- 
ber, that in proportion as the spesdcer manifests hi# 
diwent from the opinions and principles of his audience 
• Swift. 
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no hi, he runs the risk at least of impairing their esti* 
mation of his judgment. But this it is often necessai^ 
lo do when any serious object is proposed ; because it 
will commonly happen that the very End aimed at shall 
be one which implies a change of sentiments, or even 
of principles and character, in the hearers. 

This must be very much the case with any preacher 
of the Grospel ; but must have been much more so with 
its first promulgators. "Christ crucified** was •'to 
the Jews a stumbling- block, and to the Greeks, foolish- 
ness.** The total change required in all the notions, 
habits, and systems of conduct in the first converts, con- 
stituted an obstacle to the reception of the new religion, 
whick :io other that has prevailed ever had to contend 
with. Tiie striking contrast which Mahommedism pre- 
sents, in this respect, to Christianity, constitutes the ra- 
pid difiusion of the two, by no means parallel cases. 

Those indeed who aim only at popularity, are right 
in conforming their sentiments to those of the hearers, 
rather than the contrary ; but it is plain that though in 
this way they obtain the greatest reputation for Elo- 
quence, they deserve it the less ; it being much easier 
according to the tale related of Mahomet, to go to the 
mountain, than to bring the mountain to us. «• Little 
force is necessary to push down heavy bodies placed on 
the verge of a declivity ; but much force is requisite to 
stop them in their progress, and push them up. If a 
man should say, that because the first is more frequent- 
ly efiiected than the last, it is the best trial of strength, 
and the only suitable use to which it can be applied, we 
should at least not think him remarkable for distinct- 
ness in his ideas. Popularity alone, therefore, is no 
test at all of the eloquence of the speaker, no more than 
velocity alone would be, of the force of the external 
impulse originally given to the body moving. As in 
this the direction of the body, and other circumstances, 
must be taken into the account ; so, in that, you must 
cons ^r the tendency of the teaching, whemer it fa- 
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Tours or opposes the vices of the hearers. To head a 
sect, to infuse party spirit, to make men arro^t, un- 
charitable, and malevolent, is the easiest task imagina- 
ble, and to which almost any blockhead is fully equaL 
But to produce the contrary effect, to subdue the spirit 
of faction, and that monster,spiritual pride, with which 
it is invariably accompanied, to inspire equity, modera« 
tion, and charity into men's sentiment's and conduct 
with regard to others, is the genuine test of eloquence."* 
There is but little Eloquence in convincing men that 
they are in the ri^ht, or inducing them to approve a 
character which coincides with their own. 
DifficQl- ^^ Christian preacher therefore is in this 

ties of a respect placed in a difficult dilemma ; since 
Preacher, jjg jjjg^y gg g^jg ^^^ ^he less he complies with 
the depraved judgments of man's conupt nature, the less 
acceptable is he likely to be to that depraved judgment 
But he who would daim the highest rank as an Ora- 
tor, (to omit all nobler considerations,) must be the one 
who is the most successful, not in gaining popular ap- 
plause, but in carrying his point, whatever it be. The 
preacher, however, who is intent on this object, should 
use all such precautions as are not inconsistent with 
it, to avoid raising unfavourable impressions in hia 
hearers. Much will depend on a gentle and concilia- 
tory manner ; nor is it necessary that he should, at 
once, in an abrupt and o&nsive form, set forth all the 
differences of sentiment between himself and his con- 
gregation, instead of winning them over by degrees ; 
and in whatever point, and to whatever extent, he may 
suppose them to a^ree with him, it is allowable, and 
for that reason advisable, to dwell on that agreement ; 
as the Apostles began every address to the Jews by an 
appeal to the Prophets, whose authority they admitted ; 
and as Paul opens his discourse to the Athenians 
(though unfortunately the words of our translation are 
likely to convey an opposite idea) by a commendation 
.* Campbell's Rhetoric, b. i. ch. z. sec. 6. p. 389 
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of their respect for religion.* And above all, where 
censure is called for, the speaker should ayoid, not 
merely on Christian, but also on rhetorical principles, 
all appearance of exultation in his own superiority — 
of contempt— or of uncharitable triumph in the detec- 
tion of faults : " in meekness, instructing them that op« 
pose themselves." 

Of all hostile feelings. Envy is, perhaps, the hardest 
to be subdued ; because hardly any one owns it, even 
to himself; but looks out for one pretext after another 
to justify his hostility. 

§ 2. Of intellectual qualifications, there is jj^^-gj. ^^ 
one which, it is evident, should not only not reputation 
be blazoned forth, but should in a great mea- for clo- 
sure be concealed, or kept out of sight ; viz. ^^^®®* 
rhetorical skill; since whatever is attributed to the 
Eloquence of the speaker, is so much deducted from the 
strength of his cause. Hence, Pericles is represented 
by Thucydides as artfully claiming, in his vindication 
of himself, the power of explaining the measures he 
proposes, not. Eloquence in ;«r5wadmg their adoption.f. 
And accordingly a skilful orator seldom fails to notice 
and extol the eloquence of his opponent, and to warn 
the hearers against bein^ misled by it. It is a peculi- 
arity therefore in the rhetorical art, that in it, more 
than in any other, vanity has a direct and immediate 
tendency to interfere with the proposed object. Kxces- 
Bive vanity may indeed, in various ways, prove an im- 
pediment to success in other pursuits; but m the endea- 
vour to persuade, all wish to appear excellent in that 
art, operates as a hindrance. A Poet, a Statesman, o^ 
a General, &c. though extreme covetousness of applause 
may mislead them, will, however, attain their respec- 
tive Ends, certainly not the less for being admired as 
excellent, in Poetry, Politics, or War : but the Orator 

* AsimSaiiiovarrspovi, not " ioo superstitious," but (as almost all 
eommentators are now agreed) '-' veiy much disposed to the worship 
•f Divine Beings." 

t See the Motto, which is from his speech. 
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attains hid End the better the less he is regarded as an 
Orator ; if he can make the hearers believe that he is 
not only a stranger to all unfair artifice, but even des- 
titute of all persuasive skill whatever, he will persuade 
them the more effectually,* and if there ever could be 
an absolutely perfect Orator, no one would (at the time 
at least) discover that he was so-f And this considera- 
tion may serve to account for the fact which Cicero re- 
marks upon {De Oratore, book i.) as so inexplicable ; 
viz. the small number of {>ersons who, down to his time 
had obtained high reputation as orators, compared with 
those who had obtained excellence in other pursuits. 
Few men are destitute of the desire of admiration ; and 
most are especially ambitious of it in the pursuit to 
which they have chiefly devoted themselves ; the Ora- 
tor therefore is continually tempted to sacrifice the sub- 
stance to the shadow, by aiming rather at the admira- 
tion of tiie hearers, than their conviction ; and thus to 
fail of that excellence in his art which he might other- 
wise be well qualified to attain, through the desire of a 
reputation for it. And on the other hand, some may 
have been really persuasive speakers who yet may not 

* « I am no orator, as Brutus is»*' 8tc. Shaksp. Julius Ctesar. 

f The following passa^^e from a review of *' The Heart of Mid- 
Lothian," coincides preciself with what has here been remarked : 
" We cannot bestow the same unqualified praise on another cele> 
brated scene, Jeannie's interview with Queen Caroline. Jeannie^ 
pleading appears to us much too rhetorical for the person and for 
tho occasion : and the queen's answer, supposing her to have been 
overpowered by Jeannie's entreaties, ' This is eloquence,* is still 
worse. Had it been eloquence, it must necessariljr have been un- 
perceived by the queen. If there is any art of which eelare artem 
IS the basis, it is this. The instant it peeps out, it defeats its own 
object, by diverting our attention from the subject to the speaker, 
and that, with a suspicion of his sophistry equal to our admiratios 
of his ingenuity. A man who, in answer to an earnest address to the 
feelings of his hearer, is told, * you have spoken eloquently,' feels 
that he has failed. Efllle, when she entreats Sharpitlaw to aUow her 
to see her sister, i* eloquent 3 and his answer accordingly betrayg 
perfect unconsciousness that she has been so ; ' Tov shall see your 
sister,' he began, ' if you'll tell me '—then interrupting himself, he 
•dded in a more hurried tone, * no, yon shall see your sisterg 
whether you tell me or no.' " ilttarterly RoHeWt No. u. p. 1 18. 
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have ranked high in men's opinion, and may not have 
been known to posse^ that art of which they gave proof 
by their sKilful concealment of it. There is no point, 
in short, in which report is. so little to be trusted. 

If 1 were asked to digress a little from my ^jnAent 
subject, and to say what I should recommend and con- 
in point of morality and of prudence, to the •oientioui 
Spe^er or Writer, and to those whom he *^°""®* 
addresses with respect to the precept just given, I should 
in reply, counsel him who wishes to produce a perma- 
nent effect, (for 1 am not now adverting to the case of 
a barrister,) to keep on the side of what he believes to 
be truth ; and, avoiding all sophistry, to aim only at 
setting forth that truth as strongly as possible, (com- 
bating of course, any unjust personal prejudice against 
himself,) without any endeavour to sain applause for 
his own abilities. If he is himself thoroughly con- 
vinced, and strongly impressed, and can keop clear of the 
seductions of vanity, he will be more likely in this way 
to gain due credit for the strength of his cause, than by 
yielding to a ieiferish anxiety about the opinion that 
others may form of him. And as I should of course 
advise the reader or hearer to endeavour, in each case, 
to form his judgment according to the real and valid 
arguments urged, and to regulate his fedings and sen- 
timents according to what the case justly c^ls for, so, 
with a view to this end,. I would suggest these two 
cautions ; first, to keep in mind that there is danger of 
over-rating as well as of under-rating the eloquence of 
what is said ; and that to attribute to the skill of the 
advocate what really belongs to the strength of his 
cause, is just as likely to lead to error as the opposite 
mistake : and secondly, to remember that when the 
feelings are strongly excited, they are not necessarily 
ov^^dted: it may be that tiiey are only brought into 
theBtate which the occasion fully justifies ; or even 
tha|^ey still fall short of this.* 

000 * See Part ft 'ehap. 1. ^ii. 
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A character § 3. Of the three points which Aristotle 
wUi^M^weii ^^^^^^'s ^^ orator to claim credit for, it might 

as* integrity seem at first sight that one, viz. "Good- 
requisite, will," is unnecessary to be mentioned ; since 
Ability and Integrity would appear to comprehend, in 
most cases at least, all that is needed. A virtuous man, 
it maybe said, must wish well to his countiymen,or to 
any persons whatever whom he may be addressing 
But on a more attentive consideration, it will be manifes: 
that Aristotle had good reason for mentioning this head. 
If the speaker were believed to wish well to his Country , 
and to every individual of it, yet if he were suspected 
of being unfriendly to the political or other Party to 
which his hearers belonged, they would listen to him 
with prejudice. The abilities and the conscientiousness 
of Phocion seem not to have been doubted by any ; but 
these were so far from gaining him a favourable hear- 
ing among th' Democratical party at Athens, (who 
knew him \j be no friend to Democracy,) that they 
probably distrusted him the more ; as one whose public 
spirit would induce him, and whdse talents might 
enable him, to subvert the existing Constitution. 
Party-spirit. ^^® ®^ ^^® ^^^^ powerful engines, accord- 
ingly, of the orator, is this kind of appeal 
to party-spirit. Party-spirit may, indeed be considered 
in another point of view, as one of the Passions which 
may be directly appealed to, when it can be brought to 
operate in the direction required ; i. e. when the con- 
duct the writer or speaker is recommending appears 
likely to gratify party-spirit; but it is the indirect 
appeal to it which is now under consideration; viz. 
the favour, credit, and weight which the speaker will 
derive from appearing to be of the same party with the 
hearers, or at least not opposed to it. And this is a 
sort of credit which he may claim more openly and 
avowedly than any other ; and he may likewise throw 
discredit on his opponent in a less ofiensive, but not 
less effectual manner. A man cannot 'say in dii^ct 
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terms, ** I am a wise and worthy man, and my adver- 
sary the reverse ;'* but he is allowed to say, " I adhere 
to file principles of Mr. Pitt or of Mr. Fox ;" " I am a 
friend to Presbyterianism or to Episcopacy," (as the 
case may be,) and " my opponent, the reverse;" which 
is not regarded as an offence against modesty, and yet 
amounts virtually to as strong a self-commendation, 
and as decided vituperation, in the eyes of those imbued 
with party. spirit, as if every kind of merit and of 
demerit had been enumerated : for to zealous party-men, 
zeal for their party will very often either imply, or stand 
as a substitute for, every other kind of worth. 

Hard, indeed, therefore is the task of him whose 
object is to counteract party-spirit, and to soften the 
violence of those prejudices which spring from it. * His 
only resource must be to take care that he give no 
ground for being supposed imbued with the violent and 
unjust prejudices of the opposite party — that he give his 
audience credit, (since it rarely happens but that each 
party has some tenets that are reasonable,) for whatever 
there may be that deserves praise — that he proceed gra- 
dually and cautiously in removing the errors with which 
they are infected — and above all, that he studiously dis- 
- -claim and avoid the appearance of any thing like a 
feeling of personal hostility, or personal contempt. 

If the orator's character can be sufficiently a character 
established in respect of Ability, and also of ^o^^ mtegri- 
Good- will towards the hearers, it might at ^v^v^^^^ 
first sight appear as ii this would be sufficient ; since 
the former of these would imply the Power, and the 
latter the Inclination, to give the best advice, whatever 
might be his Moral character. But Aristotle (in his 

* " Of all the prepossessions in the minds of the hearers, which 
tend to impede or counteract the design o^the speaker, party -spirit, 
where it happens to prevail, is the most pernicious : being at once 
the most inflexible, and the most unjust. ♦ ♦ * ♦ Violent party-men 
not only lose all sympathy with those of the opposite side, but even 
contract an antipathy to them. This, on some occasions, even tbe 
diidnest eloquence wiU not surmount."— Camp6e/Z's Rhetoric 
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Politics) justly remarka that this last is also requisite 
to be insisted on, in order to produce entire confidence : 
for, says he, though a man cannot be suspected oi 
wanting Good- will towards himself, yet many very able 
men act most absurdly, even in their own afi^rs, foi 
want of Moral virtue ; being either blinded or overcome 
by their Passions, so as to sacrifice their own most 
important interests to their present gratification; and 
much more, therefore, may they be expected to be thus 
seduced by personal temptations, in the advice thev 
give to others. Pericles, accordingly, in the speech 
which has been already referred to, is represented by 
Thucydides as insisting not only on his political abihty 
and his patriotian, but also on his unimpeached integ- 
rity, as a qualification absolutely necessary to entitle 
him to their confidence ; " for the man," says he, " who 
ppssesses every other requisite, but is overcome by the 
temptation of interest, will be ready to sell every thing 
for the gratification of his avarice." 
Character § 4. From what has been said of the 
of opponent Speaker's recommendation of himself to the 
audience, and establishment of his authority with them, 
sufiicient rules may readily be deduced for the analo- 
gous process — the depreciation of an opponent. Both 
of these, and especially the latter, imder the offensive 
title of personality 9 are by many indiscriminately decried 
as unfair rhetorical tricks: and doubtless they are, in 
the majority of cases, sophistically employed : and by 
none more ef&ctually than by those who are perpetu- 
ally declaiming against such Fallacies ; the unthinking 
hearers not teing prepared to expect any from those 
who represent themselves as holding them in such ab- 
horrence. But surely it is not in itself an unfair topic 
of ar^ment, in cases not admitting of decisive and un- 
questionable proof, t6 urge that the one party deserves 
tne hearGrs' confidence, or that the other is justly an 
object of their distrust. " If the measure is a good 
one,** it has been said, " will it become bad because it 
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is supported by a bad man ? if it is bad, will it become 
good, because supported by a good man ? If the mea- 
sure be really inexpedient, why not at once show that 
it is so ? Your producing these irrelevant and incon- 
dusive aiguments, in lieu of direct ones, though not 
sufficient to prove that the measure you thus oppose is 
a good one, contributes to prove that you yourself re- 
gard it as a good one." Now to take thus for granted* 
mat, in every case, decisive arguments to p^ove a mea* 
sure bad or good, independent of all consideration of the 
character of its advocates, could be found, and also could 
be made clear to the persons addressed, is a manifest 
begging of the question. There is no doubt that the 
generality of men are too much disposed to consider 
more, who proposes a measure, than what it is that is 
proposed; (and probably would continue to do so, even 
under a system of annual Parliaments and universal 
Buffirage ;) and if a warning be given against an exces- 
sive tendency to this way of judging, it is reasonable, and 
may be usefiil; nor should any one escape censure who 
confines himself to these topics, or dwells principally on 
them, in cases where " direct" arguments are to be ex. 
pected : but they are not to be condemned in toto as " irre- 
levant and inconclusive," on the ground that they are only 
probable, and not in themselves decisive ; it is only in 
matters of strict science, and that too, in arguing to scien- 
tific men, that the character of the advocates (as well as 
all other probable Arguments) should be wholly put out 
of the question. Is every one chargeable with weakness 
or absurdity who believes that the earth moves round 
the Sun, on the authority of Astronomers, without 
having himself scientifically demonstrated it ? 

And it is remarkable that the necessity of character of 
allowing some weight to this consideration, t^iose who 
in political matters, increases in proportion m^ro"*^ 
as any country enjoys a free government most import. 
If aU the power be in the hands of a few of g,Vim. 
the higher orders, who have the opportunity ment. 
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at least* of obtaining education, it is conceivable, 
whether probable or not, that they may be brought 
to try each proposed measure exclusively on its intrin- 
sic merits, by abstract arguments ; but can any man, in 
his senses, really believe that the great mass oi the 
people, or even any considerable portion of them, can 
ever possess so much political knowledge, patience in 
investigation, and sound Logic, (to say nothing of can- 
dour,) as to be able and willing to judge, and to judge 
correctly, of every proposed politicsil measure, in the 
abstract, without any regard to their opinion of the per- 
sons who propose it ? And it is evident, that in every 
case in which the hearers are not completely competent 
judges, they not only will, but must, take into conside- 
ration the characters of those who propose, support, or 
dissuade any measure ; — the persons they are connected 
with — the designs they may be supposed to entertain, 
&c. ; though, undoubtedly, an excessive and exclusive 
regard to Persons rather than Arguments, is one of the 
chief Fallacies against which men ought to be cautioned. 
But if the opposite mode of judging in every case 
were to be adopted without limitation, it is plain that 
children could not be educated. Indeed, happily for the 
world, most of them, who should be allowed to proceed 
on this plan, would, in consequence, perish in childhood. 
A pious Christian, again, has the same implicit reliance 
on his God, even where unable to judge of the reason- 
ableness of his commands and dispensations, as a duti- 
ful and affectionate child has on a tender parent. Now, 
though such a man is of course regarded by an Athei^ 
as weak and absurd, it is surely on account of his be- 
lief, not of his cansequent conduct, that he is so regarded. 
Even Atheists would in general admit that he is acting 
reasonably, on the supposition that there is a God, who 
has revealed Himself to man. 

Authorit7 § 5. In no way, perhaps, are men, not bi- 

iJS^fed'e?. goted to party, more likely to be misled Ijy 
»eri«aee. their favourable or unfavourable judgment 
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of their advisers, than m what relates to the authority 
derived from Experience. Not that Experience ouffht 
not to be allowed to have great weight: but that 
men are apt not to consider with sufficient attention, 
what it is that constitutes Kxperien^e in each point ; 
so that frequently one man shall have credit for much 
experience, in what relates to the matter in hand, and 
another, who, perhaps, possesses as much, or more, 
shall be underrated as wanting it The vulgar, of all 
ranks, need to be warned, first, that time alone does 
not constitute Experience: so that many years may 
have passed over a man's head, witliout his even 
having had the same opportunities of acquiring it aa 
another, much younger; secondly, that the longest 
practice in conducting any business in one way, does 
not necessarily con& any Experience in conducting 
it in a different way : e. g. an expenenced Husbandman, 
or Minister of State, in Persia, would be much at a loss 
in Europe ; and if they had some things less to learn 
than an entire novice, on the other hand they would 
have much to unlearn : and, thirdly, that merely being 
conversant about a certain class of subjects, does not 
confer Experience in a case, where the Operations and, 
the End proposed, are different. It is said that there 
was an Amsterdam merchant, who had dealt largely 
in corn all his life, who had never seen a field of wheat 
growing; this man had doubtless acquired by Experi- 
ence, an accurate judgment of the qualities of each de- 
scription of com — of the best methods of storing it— of 
the arts of buying and selling it at proper times, &c. ; 
but he would have been greatly at loss in its ciiltiva- 
tion ; though he had been, in a certain way, long con^ 
versant about com. Nearly similar is the Experience 
of a practised Lawyer, (supposing him to be nothing 
more,) in a case of Legislation ; because he has been 
long conversant about Law, the unreflecting attja^iute 
great weight to his legislative judgment ; wnerea. his 
constant habits of fixing his thoughts on what the *« 
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iif and withdrawing it from the irrelevant question of 
what the law ought to be ; — his careful observance oi 
a multitude of rules, (which afford the more scope foi 
the display of his skill, in proportion as fhey are arbi- 
trary, unreasonable,^ and unaccountable,) with a studied 
indmerence as to that which is foreign from his busi- 
ness, the convenience or inconvenience of those Rules, 
— ^may be expected to operate unfavourably on his judg- 
ment in questions of Legislation: and are likely to 
counterbalance the advantages of his superior know- 
ledge, even in such points as do bear on the question. 

In matters connected with Political-economy, the ex- 
perience of practical men is often appealed to in opposi- 
tion to those who are called Theorists ; even though 
the latter perhaps are deducing conclusions from a wide 
induction of facts, while the experience of the others 
will often be found only to amount to their having been 
long conversant with tne details of office, and having 
all that time gone on in a certain beaten track, from 
which they never tried, or witnessed, or even imagined, 
a deviation. 

So also the authority derived from experience of a 
practical Miner — i. e. one who has wrought all his life 
in one mine — will sometimes delude a speculator into 
a vain search for metal or coal, against the opinion per- 
haps of Theorists, i. e. persons of extensive geological 
observation. 

«« It may be added, that there is a proverbial maxim 
which bears witness to the advantage sometimes pos- 
sessed b5r an observant by-stander over those actually 
engaged in any transaction. < The looker-on often sees 
more of the game than the players.' Now the looker- 
on is 'precisely (in Greek eea>pdg) the Theorist. 

" When then you find any one contrasting, in thip 
and in other subjects, what he calls experience, with 
theory, you wiU usually perceive on attentive exami- 
nation, that he is in reality comparing the results of a 
confined with that of a under, experience ;-r-a more im 
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perfect and crude theory, with one more cautiously 
framed, and based on a more copious induction. *•• 

The consideration then of the character of the speak- 
er, and of his opponent, bein^ of so much importance, 
both as a legitimate source of Persuasion, in many instan- 
ces, and also as a topic of Fallacies, it is evidently in- 
cumbent on the orator to be well versed in this branch 
of the art, with a view both to the justifiable advance- 
ment of his own cause, and to the detection and expo- 
sure of unfair artifice in an opponent It is neither 
possible, nor can it in justice be expected, that this 
mode of persuasion should be totally renounced and ex- 
ploded, great as are the abuses to which it is liable ; but 
the spes^er is bound, in conscience, to abstain from 
those abuses himself; and, in prudence, to be on his 
guard against them in others. 

To enumerate the various kinds of impres- charge of 
fiions favourable and unfavourable, that 'incoMis 
hearers or readers may enterlain concerning ^^7- 
any one, would be tedious and superfiuous. But it may 
be worth observing, that a charge of inconsistency, as it 
is one of the most disparaging, is also one that is per- 
haps the most frequently urged with effect, on insuffi- 
cient grounds. Strictly speaking, inconsistency (such 
at least as a wise and good man is exempt from) is the 
maintaining at the aame time two contradictory proposi- 
tions ; whether expressed in language, or implied in 
sentiments or conduct. As e. g. if an author,t in an 
argumentative work, while he represents every syllo- 
gism as futile and fallacioue rQBsoning, admits that all 
reasoning may be exhibited in the form of syllogisms ; 
or, if the same person who censures an9 abhors 
oppression, yet practises it towards odiers; or if a 
man prescribes two medicines which neutralize each 
other's effects, &c. 

But a man is often censured as inconsistent, if he 

• See Political-Economy, Lect iii. p. 68. 
t Dr. Stewart. 
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Different ofianges bis plans or his opinions on any 
noUons of point. And certainly if he does this often, 
tency'"' ^^ ^ghtly » that is good ground for withhold 
ing confidence from him. But it would ht 
more precise to characterize him ^s fickle and unsteady, 
than as inconsistent ; because this use of the term tendf 
to confound one fault with another; viz. with- the hold 
in^of two incompatible opinions at once. 

iBut, moreover, a man is often charged with inconsis 
tency for approving some parts of a book- — system — 
character, &c. and disapproving others ; — for being now 
an advocate for peace, and now, for .war ; — in short, for 
accommodating his judgment or his conduct to the cir- 
cumstances before him, as the mariner sets his sails to 
the wind. In this case there is not even any change of 
mind implied ; yet for this a man is often taxed with 
inconsistency; though in many instances there would 
even bean inconsistency in the opposite procedure ; e. g. 
in not shifting the sails, when the wind changes. 

In the other case indeed — ^when a man does change 
his mind — he implies some error, either first or last 
But some errors every man is liable to, who is not in- 
faUible. He, therefore, who prides himself on his con- 
sistency, on the ground of resolving never to change his 
plans or opinions, does virtually (unless he means to 
proclaim himself either too dull to detect his mistakes, 
or too obstinate to own them) lay claim to infallibility. 
And if at the same time he ridicules (as is often done) 
the absurdity of a claim to infallibility, he is guilty of 
a gross inconsistency in fl;^ proper and primary sense 
of the word. 

But it is much easier to boast of consistency than to 
preserve it. For, as, in the dark, or in a fog, adverse 
troops may take post near each other, without mutual 
recognition, and consequently without contest, but as 
soon as daylight comes, the weaker give place to the 
stronger ; so, in a misty and darkened mind, the most 
ncompatible opinions may exist together, without any 
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perception of their discrepancy ; till the understanding 
Decomes sufficiently enlightened to enable the man to 
reject the less reasonable opinions, and retain the op- 
posites. 

It may be added, that it is a very fair ground for dis- 
paraging any one*s judgment, if he maintains any doc- 
trine or system, avowedly for the sake of consistency. 
That must always be a bad reason. If the system, &c 
is righty you should pursue it because it is right, and 
not because you have pursued it hitherto ; if it is wrong, 
your having once committed a fault is a poor reason to 
give for persisting in it. 

Jt only remains to observe, on this head, that (as 
Aristotle teaches) the 'place for the disparagement of an 
opponent is, for the first speaker, near the close of his 
discourse, to weaken the force of what may be said in 
reply ; and, for the opponent, near the opening, to les- 
sen the influence of what has iften abeady said. 

§ 6. Either a personal prejudice, such as _ 
has been just mentioned, or some other pas- aWe^^pas 
sion unfavourable to the speaker's object, sionatobe 
may already exist in the minds of the hear- ^J^^^ 
ers, which it must be his business to allay. 

It is obvious that this will the most effectually be 
done, not by endeavouring to produce a state of perfect 
calmness and apathy, but by exciting some contrary 
emotion. And here it is to be observed that some pas- 
sions may be, rhetorically speaking, opposite to each 
other, though in strictness they are not so ; viz. when- 
ever they are incompatible with each other : e. g. the 
opposite, strictly speaking, to anger, would be a feeling 
of good- will and approbation towards the person in 
question ; but it is not by the excitement of this, alone, 
that anger may be allayed ; for fear is, practically, con- 
trary to it also ; as is remarked by Aristotie, who philo- 
sophically accounts for this, on the principle that anger, 
implying a desire to inflict punishment, must imply also 
■ supposition that it is possible to do so ; and accordingly 
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men do not, he says, feel anger towards one who is so 
much superior as to be manifestly out of their reach ; 
and the object of their anger ceases to be so, as soon as 
he becomes an object of apprehension. Of course the 
converse also of this holds good ; anger, when it pre- 
vails, in like manner subduing fear. Savage nations, 
accordingly, having no military discipline, are accus- 
tomed to work themselves up into a phrensy of rage by 
their war-songs and dances, iti order to excite them- 
selves to courage.* Compassion, likewise, may be 
counteracted either by disapprobation, by jealousy, by 
fear, or by disgust and horror ; and envy, either by good- 
will, or by contempt. 

This is the more necessary to be attended to, in or- 
der that the Orator may be on his ^ard against inad- 
vertently defeating his own object, by exciting feelings 
at variance with thos^he is endeavouring to produce, 
though not strictly contrary to them. Aristotle accord- 
^ inglj notices, with this view the difference between the 
" Pitiable," (ileeivbv,) and the «* Horrible or Shocking," 
{detvovt) which, as he observes, excite different feel- 
ings, destructive of each other ; so that the Orator must 
be warned, if the former is his object, to keep clear of 
any thing that may excite the latter ' 

It wiir often happen that it will be easier to give a 
new direction to the unfavourable passion, than to sub- 
due it ; e. g. to turn the indignation, or the laughter, of 
the hearers against a different object. Indeed, when- 
ever the case will admit of this, it will generally prove 
the more successful expedient ; because it does not im- 
ply the accomplishment of so great a change in the 
minds of the hearers. 

* See Arist. Bhet. b. ii. in his Treatises on 'O^^ and ^d^H* 
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PART III. 

OF STYLE. 



Chap. I. — Of Perspicuity 

§ 1. Though tke consideration of Style style not to 
has been laid down as holding a place in a be treated 
Treatise of Rhetoric, it would oe neither ne- J^ general- 
cessary nor pertinent, to enter fully into a ^' 
general discussion of the subject ; which would evi- 
dently embrace much that by no means peculiarly be- 
longs to our present inquiry* It is requisite for an Or- 
ator, e. g. to observe the rules of Grammar ; but the 
same may be said of the Poet^ and the Historian, &c. ; 
nor is there any peculiar kind of grammatical propriety 
belonging to persuasive or argumentative compositions ; 
so that it would be a departure from our subject to treat 
at laree under the head of Rhetoric, of such rules as 
equally concern every other of the purposes for which 
languaj?e is employed. 

Conwrmably to this view, 1 shall, under the present 
head, notice but slightly such {)rinciples of composition 
as do not exclusivdy or especially belong to the pres^ 
ent subject; 'confining. my attention chiefly to such ob- 
servations on Style as have an especial reference to Ax 
gumentative and Persuasive works. 

§ 2, It is sufliciently evident (though the perspicuity 
maxim is often practically disregarded) that a relaUve 
the first requisite of Style not only in rheto- Quality, 
rical, but in all compositions,* is Perspicuity ; since, as> 
Aristotle observes, language which is not intelligible, 

*In Poetry, perspicuity is indeed by no means uuimportant $ but 
(he most perfect degree of it is by no means so essential as in nose* 
works. See part iii. ch. iii. ^ 3. 
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or not clearly and readily intellij^ible, fails, in the same 
proportion, of the purpose for which language is em- 
ployed. And it is equally self-evident (though this 
truth is still more frequently overlooked) that Perspi- 
cuity is a^relative quality, and consequently cannot 
properly be predicated of any work, without a tacit re- 
ference to the class of readers or hearers for whom it is 
designed. .^~. 

Nor is it enough that the S^yle be such as they are 
capable of understanding, if they bestow their utmost 
attention : the degree and the kind of attention, which 
they have been accmtomed or are likely to bestow^ will 
be among the circumstances that are to be taken into 
the account, and provided for. I say the kindy as well 
as the de^ee, of attention, because some hearers and 
readers wdl be found slow of apprehension indeed, but 
capable of taking in what is very copiously and gradu- 
ally explained to them ; while others, on the contrary, 
who are much quicker at catching the sens6 of what is 
expressed in a short compass, are incapable of long at- 
tention, and are not only wearied, but absolutely be- 
wildered, by a difiiise Style. 

When a numerous and very mixed audience is to be 
addressed, much skill will be required in adapting the 
Style, (both in this, and in other respects,) and indeed 
the Arguments also, and the whole structure of the 
discourse, to the various minds which it is designed to 
impress ; nor can the utmost art and diligence prove, 
after all, more than partially successful in such a case ; 
especially when the diversities are so many and so great, 
as exist in the congregations to which most Sermons 
are addressed, and in the readers for whom popular 
works of an argumentative, instructive, and hortatory 
character, are intended. It is possible, however, to 
approach indefinitely to an object which cannot be 
completely attained; and to adopt such a Style, and 
Likewise such a mode of reasoning, as shall be levc y 

to the comprehension of the greater part, at least 
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even of a promiscuous audience, without being dig- 
Wasteful to any. ^ 

f' It is obvious, and has often been remarked, that 
extreme conciseness is ill suited to hearers or readers 
whose intellectual powers and cultivation are but small 
The usual expedient, however, of employing Brevity and 
a prolix Style by way of accommodation to prolixity, 
such minds, is seldom successful. Most of those who 
could have comprehended the meaning, if more briefly 
expressed, and many of those who could not do so, are 
likely to be bewildered by tedious expansion ; and being 
unable to maintain a steady attention to what is said, 
they forget part of what they have heard, before the 
whole is completed. Add to which, that the feeblenesB 
produced by excessive dilution, (if such an expression 
maj* be allowed,) will occasion the attention to 
languish; and what is imperfectly attended to, how- 
ever clear in itself, wilt usually be but imperfectly 
understood. Let not an author, therefore, satisfy 
. himself by finding that he has expressed his meaning so 
that, if attended to, he cannot fail to be understood ; he 
must consider also (as was before remarked) what 
attention is likely to be paid to it. If on the one hand 
much matter is expressed in very few words to an unre- 
flecting audience, or if, on the other hand, there is a 
wearisome prolixity, the requisite attention may very 
probably not be bestowed. )^ 

It is remarked by Anatomists, that the nutritive 
quality is not the only requisite in food ; — that a certain 
degree of distention of the stomach is required, to enable 
it to act with its full powers, — and that it is for this 
reason hay or straw must be given to horses, as well as 
corn, in order to supply the necessary bulk. Some- 
thing analogous to this takes place witn respect to the 
generality of minds ; which are incapable of thoroughly 
digesting and assimilating what is presented to them, ^ 
however clearly, in a very small compass. Many a 
one is capable of deriving that instruction from a 
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moderate sized volume, which he could not receive 
from a very small pamphlet, even more perspicuously 
written, and containing every thing that is to the pur- 

J>ose. It is necessary that the attention should he 
letained for a certain time on the subject : and persons 
of unphilosophical mind, though they can attend to 
what they read or hear, are unapt to dwell upon it in 
the way of subsequent meditation. 
Repetition. '^^^ ^^^ general rule for avoiding the 
disadvantages both of conciseness and of 
prolixity is to employ Repetition : to repeat, that is, the 
same sentiment and argument in many di£erent forms 
of expression ; each, in itself brief, but all, together, 
affording such an expansion of the sense to be conveyed, 
and so detaining the mind upon it, as the case may 
require. Cicero among the ancients, and Burke among 
the modem writers, afford, perhaps, the most abundant 
practical exemplifications of this rule. The latter 
sometimes shows a deficiency in correct taste, and lies 
open to Horace's censure of an author, " Qui variare 
eupit rem prodigialiter unam ;" but it must be admitted 
that he seldom fails to make himself thoroughly under- 
stood, and does not often weary the attention, even 
when he offends the taste, of his readers. V" 

Care must of course be taken that the repetition may 
not be too glaringly apparent ; the variation must not 
consist in the mere use of other, synonymous, words ; 
but what has been expressed in appropriate terms may 
be repeated in metaphorical ; the antecedent and conse- 
quent of an argument, or the parts of an antithesis may 
be transposed; or several different points that have 
been enumerated, presented in a varied order, &c. 
Words de- ^^ ^^ not necessary to dwell on that obvi 
rived from ous rule laid down by Aristotle, to avoid un« 
te?under* common, and, as they are vulgarly calledj 
« stood by hard words, i. e. those which are such to 
^e lower the persons addressed ; but it may be worth 
^*®'* remarking, that to those who wish to be un- 
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derstood by the lower orders of the Enghsh,* one of the 
best principles of selection is to prefer Ijerms of Saxon 
origin, which will generally be more familiar to them, 
than those derived from the Latin, (either directly, or 
through the medium of the French,) even when the 
latter are more in use among persons of education.! 
Our language being (with very trifling exceptions) made 
up of these elements, it is very easy for any one, 
though unacquainted with Saxon, to observe this pire- 
cept, if he has but a knowledge of French or of Latin ; 
and there is a remarkable scope for such a choice as 1 
am speaking of, from the multitude of synonymes de- 
rived, respectively, from those two sources.- The com- 
pilers of our Liturgy.being anxious to reach the under- 
standings bf all classes, at a time when our language 
was in a less settled state than at present, availed them- 
selves of this circumstance in employing many synony- 
raous, or nearly synonymous, expressions, most of 
which are of the description just alluded to. Take, as 
an instance, the Exhortation :—" acknowledge " and 
" confess ;'* — « dissemble " and " cloke ;" — " humble ** 
and " lowly ;" — *« goodness " and " mercy ;" — " assem- 
ble " and " meet together." And here it may be observ- 
ed, that (as in this last instance) a word of French origin 
will very often not have a single word of Saxon deri- 
vation corresponding to it, but may find an exact equiva- 
lent in a phrase of two or ;nore words ; «. g. " consti- 
tute," " go to make up ;" — " suffice," — " be enough 
for;"—" substitute," " put in the stead," &c. &c.X 

It is worthy of notice, that a Style composed chiefly 
of the words of French origin, while it is less intelligi- 
ble to the lowest classes, is characteristic of those who 
\n cultivation of taste are below the highest. As in 

♦ This does not hold good in an equal degree m Ireland, whsre 
the language was introduced by the higher classes. 

, t A remarkable instance of this is, that while the children of the 
higher classes always csdl their parents " Papa !" and '* Mamma V* 
Qie children of the peasantry usually call them by the titles of 
' rather !'» and " Moth^» 
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dress, furniture, deportment, &c. so also in language, the 
dread 'of vulgjirity constantly besetting those who are 
half conscious that they are in danger of it, drives them 
into the extreme of affected finery. So that the precept 
which has been given with a view to perspicuity, may, 
to a certain degree, be observed with an advantage m 
point of elegance also. 

. In adapting the Style to the comprehension 

TOtnfcoi-^ of the illiterate,* a caution is to be observed 
sistent with against the ambiguity of the word *' plain ;^ 
ornament, ^jji^h is opposed sometimes to obscurity, 
and sometimes to ornament. The vulgar require a per- 
spicuous, but by no means a dry and unadorned style ; 
on the contrary, they have a taste rather for the over- 
florid, tawdry, and bombastic : nor are the ornaments of 
style by any means necessarily inconsistent with per- 
spicuity ; indeed Metaphor, which is among the prin- 
cipal of them, is, in many cases, the clearest mode of 
expression that can be adopted ; it being usually, much 
easier for uncultivated minds to comprehend a similitude 
or analogy, than an abstract term. And hence the lan- 
guage of savages, as has often been remarked, is highly 
metaphorical ; and such appears to have been the case 
with all languages in their earlier, and consequently 
ruder and more savage state ; all terms relating to the 
mind and its operations, being, as appears from the 
etymology of most of them, originally metaphorical ; 
though by long use they have ceased to be so : e. g. th« 
words "ponder," "deliberate," "reflect," and many 
other such, are evidently drawn by analogy from ex- 
ternal sensible bodily actions. 

Construe- § 3. In respect to the Construction of sen 
tion of Sen- tences, it is an obvious caution to abstain 
tences. ^^^^ ^^^j^ ^ ^^^ ^^^ ^^^^ . ^^^ j^ |g ^ jj^-^^ 

take to suppose that the obscurity of many lonr sen- 
tences depends on their length alone. A well con- 
rtructed sentence of very considerable length may be 
* See Elements of Logic, Fallacies, ^pok iii. ^ 5. p. 187. 
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more* readily undeistood, than a shorter one which iji 
more awkwardly framed. If a sentence be so con> 
Btrueted that the meaning of each part can be taken in 
as we proceed, (though it be evident that the sense is 
iiot brought to a close,) its len^h will be little or no 
impediment to perspicuity ; but if the former part of the 
sentence conyey no distinct meaning till we arrive 
nearly at the end, (however plain it may then appear,) 
it will be, on the whole, deficient in perspicuity ; for it 
will need to be read over, or thought over, a second time, 
in order to be fully comprehended ; which is what few 
readers or hearers are willing to be burthened witL 
f Take as an instance such a sentence as this : *' It is not 
without a degree of patient attention and persevering 
diligence, greater than the generality are willing to 
bestow, though not greater than the object deserves»ihat 
the habit can be acquired of examining and jud^ng of 
our own conduct with the same accuracy and impar- 
tiality as of that of another f this labours under the 
defect I am speaking of; which may be remedied by 
some such alteiation as the following : "the habit of 
examining our own conduct as accurately as that of 
another, and judging of it with the same impartiality, 
cannot be acquirS without a degree of patient attention 
and persevering diligence, not greater indeed than the 
object deserves, but grater than the generality are 
wiUing to bestow." The two sentences are nearly the 
eame m length, and in the words employed; but the 
alteration of the arrangement allows the latter to be un- 
derstood clause by clause, as it proceeds.* The caution 
just given is the more necessary to be insisted on, be- 

« Cure must be taken, however, in applrinff thia precept, not to 
let the beginning of a sentence so foregtaU what follow* as to ren- 
der it apparently feeble and impertinent : e. g. '* Solomon, one of 
the moat celebrated of men for wisdom and for prosperitf,'* .... 
*' why who needs'* (the hearer will be apt to say to himself) *' to 
be told that T' and yet it may be important to the purpose in hand 
to fijL the attention on theae circnmstances : let the desciiption 
come htfore the name, and the sentence, while it remains eqnaUjT 
pf^rspicuous, will be free from thefaalt complained of. 
15 
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caoBe an author is apt to be misled by reading over a 
sentence to himself, and being satisfied on finding it 
perfectly intelli^ble ; forgetting that he himself has the 
advantage, which a hearer has not, of knowing at the 
b^inning of the sentence what is coming in the close. " 
Clear ideas ' Universally, indeed, an unpractised writef 
do not imply is liable to be misled by his own knowledge 
deameM of of his own meaniuj^, into supposing those 
express on. g^pj-gggiQ^s clearly intelligible, which are so 
to himself ; but which may not be so to the reader, 
whose thoughts are not in the same train. And hence 
it is that some do not write or speak with so much per- 
spicuity on a subject which has long been very fami- 
liar to them, as on one, which they imderstand indeed, 
but with which they are less intimately acquainted, and 
in which their knowledge has been more recently ac- 
quired. In the former case it is a matter of some diffi- 
culty to keep in mind the necessity of carefully and 
copiously explaining principles which by long habit 
have come to assume in our minds the appearance of 
self-evident truths. So far from being correct is Blair's 
notion, that obscurity of Style necessarily springs from 
indistinctness of Conception. 

Perspicuity . § 4. The foregoing rules have all, it Ls 
not always evident, proceeded on the supposition that 
aimed at. [^ jg the writer's intention to be understood ; 
and this cannot but be the case in ev^ry legitimate ex- 
^ercise of the rhetorical art; and generally speaking, 
*even where the design is sophistical, tor, as I&. 
Campbell has justly remarked, tibe Sophist may employ 
for his purpose what are in themselves real and valid 
ar^ments; since probabilities may lie on opposite 
sides, though truth can be but on one ; his fallacious 
artifice consisting only in keeping out of sight the 
stronger probabiUties which may be uiged against him, 
and in attributing an undue weight to those which he 
has to idlege. Or again he mayr either directly or indi- 
rectly, assume as self-evident, a premiss which there is 
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QO sufficient ground for admitting; or he may draw off 
the attention of the hearers to the proof of some irrele- 
vant point, &c., according to the various modes de- 
scribed in the Treatise on Fallacies ;* but in all this 
there is no call for any departure from per spicuit)r of 
Style, properly so called ; not even when he avails him- 
self of an ambiguous termi^^For though," as Dr 
Campbell says, " a Sophism can be mistsucen for an 
Argument only where it is not rightly understood," it 
is the aim of him who employs it, rather that the mat- 
ter should be misunderstood than not understood ; — ^that 
his language should be deceitful, rather than obscure or 
unintelligible. The hearer must not indeed form sl cor- 
rect, but ne must form some, and if possible, a distinct, 
though erroneous idea of the arguments employed, in 
order to be misled by them. The obscurity in short, if 
it is to be so called, must not be obscurity of Style; it 
must be not like a mist which dims the appearance of 
objects, but like a coloured glass which disguises them. 
..^There are, however, certain spurious furious 
kinds, as they may be called, of writing or Oratory, 
speaking, (distinct from what is strictly termed Soph- 
istry,) in which obscurity of Style may be apposite. 
The Object which has all along been supposed, is that 
of convincing or persuading ; but there are some kinds 
of Oratory, 3 they are to be so named, in which some 
different End is proposed. 

One of these Ends is, (when the cause is Appearing 
such that it cannot be sufficiently supported to urge . 
even by specious Fallacies,) to appear to say something. 
something, when there is in fact nothing to be said ; so 
as at least to avoid the ignominy of being silenced. To 
this end, the more confused and unintelligible the lan- 
guage, the better, provided it carry with it the appear- 
ance of profound wisdom, and of being something to the 
purpose. 

•* Now though nothing (says Dr. Campbell,) would 

Logic, B. iii. 
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seem to be easier than this kind of Style, where an au- 
thor falls into it naturally ; that is, when he deceives 
himself as well as his reader, nothing is more difficult 
when attempted of design. It is besides requisite, if 
this manner must be continued for any time, that it be 
artfully blended with ^ome rfimpses of meaning ; eLse, 
to persons of discernment, the charm will at length be 
dissolved, and the nothingness of what has been spoken 
will be detected ; nay, even the attention of the unsus- 
pecting multitude, when not relieved by any thing that 
18 level to their comprehension, will infallibly flag. 
The Invocation in the Dunciad admirably suits the 
Orator who is unhappily reduced to the necessity of 
taking shelter in the unintelligible : 

Of darkness visble so much he lent. 

As half to show, half veil the deep intent'* 

Chap. Tiii. sec. 1, p. 119. 

This artifice is distinguished from Sophistry, properly 
so called, (with which Dr. Campbell seems to confound 
it,) by the circumstance that its tendency is not, as in 
Sophistryt to convince, but to have the appearance of 
arguing, when in fact nothing i& urged. For in order 
for men to be convinced, on however insufficient 
grounds, they must (as was remarked above) under- 
stand ^ometking Irom what is said, though if it be falla- 
cious, they must not understand it rightly ; but if this 
cannot be accomplished, the Sophist's next resort is the 
unintelligible ; which indeed is very often intermixed 
with the sophistical, when the latter is of itself too 
scanty or too weak. Nor does the adoption of this 
Style serve merely to save his credit as an Orator or 
Author ; it frequently does more : ignorant and unre- 
flecting persons, though they cannot be, strictly speak- 
ing, convinced, by what they do not understand, yet 
wm very often suppose, each, that the rest understand 
it ; and each is ashamed to acknowledge, even to him- 
self, his own darkness and perplexity : so that if the 
speaker with a confident air announces his conclusioi^ 
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AB established, they will often, according to the maxim 
'* omne ignotum j^o mirificoy* take for granted that he 
has advanced valid arguments, and will be loth to seem 
behind-hand in comprehending them. It usually re- 
quires that a man should have some confidence in his 
own understanding, to venture to say, " what has been 
spoken is unintelligible to me." 

Another purpose sometimes answered by 
a discourse of this kind is, that it serves to a pretext^ 
furnish an excuse, flimsy indeed, but not un- for voting; 
frequently sufficient, for men to vote or act ac- ^°^ ** ^ 
cording to their own inclinations ; which they 
would perhaps have been ashamed to do, if strong argu 
ments had been urged on the other side, and had remained 
confessedly unanswered ; but they satisfy themselves, if 
wmething has been said in favour of the course they 
wish to adopt ; though that something be only fair- 
sounding sentences that convey no distinct meaning. 
They are content that an answer has been made, with- 
out troubling themselves to consider what it is. 

§ 5. Another end, which in speaking is 
sometimes proposed, and which is, if possi- Sg^^me! 
ble, still more remote from the legitimate 
province of Rhetoric, is to occupy time. When an un- 
favourable decision is apprehended, and the protraction 
of the debate may afford time for fresh voters to be sum- 
moned, or may lead to an adjournment, which will af- 
ford scope for some other manoeuvre ; — when there is a 
chance of so wearying out the attention of the hearers, 
that they will listen with languor and impatience to 
what shall be urged on the other side ; — ^when an advo- 
cate is called upon to plead a cause in the absence of 
ihose whose opinion it is of the utmost importance to 
influence, and wishes to reserve all his Arguments till 
they arrive, but till then, must apparently proceed in his 
pleading ; in these and many similar cases, which it is 
needless to particularize, it is a valuable talent to be 
able to pour forth with fluency an unlimited quantity of 
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weU-sounding language wbicli has little or no meanings 
yet which shall not strike the hearers as unintelligible 
or nonsensical, though it convey to their minds no dis- 
tinct idea. 

Perspicuity of Style— real, not apparent, perspicuity 
— is in this case never necessary, and sometimes, studi- 
ously avoided. If any distinct meaning were conveyed, 
then, if that which was said were irrelevant, it would 
be perceived to be so, and would produce impatience in 
the hearers, or afford an advantage to the opponents ; if, 
on the other hand, the speech were relevant, and there 
were no arguments of any force to be urged, except such 
as either had been already dwelt on, or were required 
to be reserved (as in the case last alluded to) for a fuller 
audience, the speaker would not further his cause by 
bringing them forward. So that the usual resource on 
these occasions, of such orators as thoroughly under* 
stand the tricks of their art, and do not disdain to employ 
them, is to amuse their audience with specious empti- 
ness. 

It is most unfortimate, that in Sermons there should 
be so much temptation to fall into the first two (to say 
nothing of the third) of these kinds of spurious oratory. 
When it is appointed that a Sermon shall be preached, 
and custom requires that it shall be of a certain length, 
there cannot but be more danger that the preacher should 
chiefly consider himself as bound to say something, and 
to occupy the time prescribed, without Keeping in mind 
the object of leaving his hearers the wiser or the better, 
than if he were to preach solely in consequence of his 
having such a specific object to accomplish.* 

§ 6. Another kind of spurious Oratory, 

ElJquTnce. ^nd the last that wiU be noticed, is that 

which has for its object to gain the hearer's 

admiration of the Eloquence displayed. This, indeed^ 

eonstitatesone of the three k'ncsof Oratory enumerated 

* See part iii. chap. iii. \ 3. 
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vy Arifetotle,* and is regulsurly treated of by him, alon^ 
with the deliberative and Judicial branches ; though it 
hardly deserves the place he has bestowed on it. 

When this is the end pursued, perspicuity is not in 
deed to be avoided, but it may often without detriment 
be disregarded.! Men frequently admire as eloquent, 
and sometimes admire the most, what they do not at all, 
or do not fully, comprehend, if elevated and high-sound- 
ing words be arranged in graceful and sonorous periods. 
'Hiose of uncultivated minds, especially, are apt to think 
meanly of any thing that is brought down perfectly to 
the low level of their capacity ; though to do this with 
respect to valuable trut]^ which are not trite, is one of 
the most admirable feats of genius. They admire the 
profundity of one who is mystical and obscure ; mistak- 
m^ the muddiness of the water for depth ; and ma^ni- 
fymg in their imaginations what is viewed througn a 
fog; and they conclude that brilliant language must re- 
present some brilliant ideas, without troubling them- 
selves to enquire what those ideas are. 

Many an enthusiastic admirer of a *< fine discourse, 
or a piece of •* fine writing," would be found on exam- 
ination to retain only a few sonorous, but empty phra- 
ses ; and not only to have no notion of the general drift 
of the Argument, but not even to have ever considered 
whether me author had any such drift or not. 

It is not meant to be insinuated that in every such 
case the composition is in itself unmeaning, or that the 
author had no other object than the credit of eloquence ; 
he may have had a higher end in view ; and he may 
have expressed himself very clearly to some hearers, 
though not to all; but it is most important to be fully 
aware of the fact, that it is possible to obtair the high- 
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est applause from those who not only receive no edifi* 
eation from what they hear, but absolutely do not un* 
detstand it. So far is popularity fr^m being a safe cii- 
teiion of the usefulness of a preacher. 



Chap. IT. — OJ Energy 

§ 1. The next quality of Style to be noticed is what maj 
be called Energy ; the term being used in a wider sense 
than the 'Evipyeta of Aristotle, and nearly correspond 
ing with what Dr. Campbell calls Vivacity ; so as tc 
comprehend every thing ihaX qiay conduce to stimulatt 
attention — ^lo impress strongly on the mind the Argu- 
ments adduced — ^to excite the imagination, and to arouse 
the Feelings. 

This Energy then, or Vivacity of Style, must depend 
(as is likewise the case in respect of Perspicui^) on 
three things ; 1st. the Choice of words, 2nd, their Num- 
ber, and 3rd, their Arrangemetit. 
Choice of ^^^ respect to the choice of words, it wili 
wordf with ^ i^ost convenient to consider them under 
a view to those two classes which Aristotle has de- 
energy, scribed under the titles of Kuria aud Xena, 
for which our language does not afford precisely cor- 
responding names : « ftoper,*' « Appropriate," or « Ordi- 
nary," terms, will the most nearly designate the former ; 
the latter class (literally the " Strange,") including all 
others ; — all that are in any way removed from common 
use; — whether uncommon terms, or ordinary terms, 
either transferred to a different meaning from that which 
strictly bdongs to them, or employed in a different man- 
ner from that of common discourse. All the Tropes and 
Figures, enumerated by Grammatical and Rhetorical 
Writers, will of course fall under this head 
Cantion X With respect then to *« Proper" terms, the 
agamitge- principal nue for ffuiding our choice with a 
■eraiterms. ^-^^ ^ Energy,, is to prefer, ever, those 
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\^rds which aie tiie least ahstract and general. Indi- 
viduals alone having a real existe^nce,* the termv 
denoting them (called by Logicians •* Singular terms**) 
will of course make the most vivid impression on the 
mind, and exercise most the power of Conception ; and 
the less remote any term is frdhi these, i. e. the more 
specie or individual, the more energy it will possess, 
in comparison of such as are more general. The 
impression produced on the mind by a ** Singular term," 
may be compared to the distinct view taken in by the 
eye of any object (suppose some particular man) near 
at hand, in a clear light, which enables us to distin- 
guish the featured of the individual ; in a fainter light 
or rather further off, we merely perceive that the object 
is a man ; this corresponds with the idea conveyed by 
the name of the Species ; yet further off, or in a still 
feebler light, we can distinguish merely some living 
object ; and at length, merely some object ; these views 
corresponding respectively with the terms denoting the 
genera, less or more remote. And as each of uese 
views conveys, as far as it goes, an equally correct 
impression to the mind, (for we are equally certain that 
the object at a distance is somethirtg, as that the one 
close to us is such and such an individual,) though 
each, successively, is less vivid; so, in language, a 
general term may be as clearly understood, as a Specific, 
or a Singular term, but will convey a much less forcible 
impression to tlie hearer's mind. " The more General 

* Thence called by Aristotle, {Categ. sec. 3.) "primary substan- 
ces" (irpioTai ovaiai,) Oenus and Species, being denominated 
" secondary," as not properly denoting a •• rcally-exlsting thing,** 
(rbis n,) but rather an attribute. He has, indeed, been considered 
is the great advocate of the opposite doctrine -, i. e. the system of 
*> Realism ;'* which was certainly embraced by many of his pro- 
fessed followers; but his own language is sufficiently explicit 
MSaa Si ohaia ooKtt t6Ss n anitalvciv. 'Eirl fih oj/v tuv -npm-oiv 
themv ivafK^ia^^TTiTOV koI SiXitdts ianv, 8ti t68sti aijfiatvw aroftat 
yoLB Kaiih aptSntp rd dijXotSfitvov iariv. 'EirHc t(ov Sevrefiiav oiatw 
(^AINETAI, nev buoiuts ry <rxfitiaji r^j irpomjYoOlas t66s ti mjnedveiv, 
irav etffij avepoiros, JJ ^wov- OY MHN TE AAHeES. dK\a fiaXXn 
WQi6v Ti QTjuaiver K. T. X. Aristotle, Caisg. ^ 3. See Logic, Dissert c. v 
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the terms are," (as Dr. Campbell justljr remarks,) "the 
picture is the fainter ; the more Special they are, Ae 
brighter. The same sentiment may be expressed with 
equal justness, and even equal perspicuity, in the former 
way, as in the latter ; but as the colounn^ will in that 
case be more languid, if cannot give equal pleasure to the 
fancy, and by consequence will not contribute so much 
y, eiAer to fix the attention, or to impress the memory." 
/ It might be supposed at first sight, that an Author 
has little or no choice on this point, but must employ 
either more or less general terms according to the" 
objects he is speaking of. There is, however, in 
almost every case, great room for such a choice as w 
are speaking of ; for, in the first place, it depends o . 
our choice whether or not we will employ terms rmre 
general than the subject requires ; whi<A may almost 
always be done consistently with Truth and Propriety, 
though not with Energy ; if it be true that a man has 
committed murder, it may be correctly asserted, that he 
has committed a criTne : if the Jews were ** extermi- 
nated," and "Jerusalem demolished" by " Vespji^ian'a 
army," it may be said, with truth, that they were 
"subdued" by "an Enemy," and their "Capital" 
taken. This substitution then of the General for the 
Specific, or of the Specific for the Singular, is always 
within our reach: and many, especidly unpractised 
writers, fall into a feeble style by resorting to it unne- 
cessarily; either because they imagine there is more 
appearance of refinement or of profundity, in the 
employment of such terms as are in less common use 
among the vulgar* or, in some cases, with a view to 
give greater comprehensiveness to their reasonings, and 
to increase the utility of what they say, by enkreing 
the field of its application. Inexperien^d Preachers 
frequently err In this way, by dwellin? on Virtue and 
Vice — Piety and Irreligion — ^in the abstract, without 
particularizing; forgettmg that while they indudi 
much, they impress little or nothing. 
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The only appropriate occasion for this generic lan- 
guage, (as it may be called,) is when we wish to avoid 
giving a vivid impression — ^when our object is to soften 
what is ofifensive, disgusting, or shocking; as when 
we speak of an " execution," for the infection of the 
sentence of death on a criminal: of which kind of 
expressions, common discourse furnishes numberless 
instances. On the other hand, in Antony's speech over 
Caesar's body, his object being to ezdte horror, Shak- 
. speare puts into his mouth the most particular expres- 
sions ; " those honourable men (not, who Mled Caesar, 
but) whose daggers have stabbed Caesar." 

§ 2. But in the second place, not only Tropes, 
does a regard for Energy require that we 
should not use terms more general than are exactly ad< 
equate to the objects spoken of, but we are also allow- 
ed, in many cases, to employ less general terms than are 
exactly appropriate. In wnich case we are emplo3rinfir 
words not " appropriate," but belonging to the second 
of the two classes just mentioned. Tne use of this 
Trope* (enumerated by Aristotle among the Metaphors, 
but since more commonly called Synecdoche) is very fre- 
quent ; as it conduces much to the energy of the expres- 
sion, without occasioning, in general, any risk of its 
meaning being mistaken. The passage cited by Dr. 
Campbell,t from one of our Lord's discourses, (which 
are in general of this character,) together with the re- 
marks made upon it, will serve to illustrate what has 
been just said: " * Consider,' says our Lord, * the lilies 
how they grow : they toil not, they spin not; and yet 
I say unto you, that Solomon in all his glory was not 
arrayed like one of these. If then God so clothe the 
grass, which to-day is in the field, and to- morrow is 
cast into the oven, how much more will he clothe 

* From r^eirt!) ; any word turned from its primary signification. 

t The ingenioios Author cites this in the Section treating of 
" Proper terms,'' which is -a trifling oyexsight ; as it is plain that 
" lily » is used for the Qenus " flower," " Solomon," for the Sp<» 
cies "King," flee. 
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you?'* Let us here adopt a iittle of the tasteless 
maimer of modern paraphrasts by the substitution of 
more general terms, one of their many expedients of in- 
f ri^idating, and let us observe the effect produced by 
this change. • Consider the flowers, how they gradual- 
ly increase in their size ; they do no manner of work, 
and yet 1 declare to you, that no king whatever, in his 
most splendid habit is dressed up like them. If then 
God in his providence doth so adorn the vegetable pro- 
ductions, which continue but little time on the land, and 
are afterwards devoted to the meanest uses, how much 
more will he provide clothing for you ?* How spiritless is 
the same sentiment rendered by these small variations ! 
The very particularizing of to-day and to-morrow, is infi- 
nitely more expressive of transitoriness, than any descrij^- 
tion wherein the terms are general, that can be substi- 
tuted in its room.'* It is a remarkable circumstance that 
this characteristic of style is perfectly retained in tranS' 
lation, in which every other excellence of expression 
is liable to be lost ; so that the prevalence of this kind 
of lanjguage in the Sacred writers may be regsurded as 
sometmng exhibiting wisdom of design. It may be 
said with truth, that the book which it is the most 
necessary to translate into every language, is chiefly 
characterised by that kind of excellence in diction which 
is least impaired by translation. 
M6ta h r ^ ^' ^^ proceed with the considera- 

and smUe. tion of Tropes ; the most employed and most 
important of all those kinds of expressions 
which depart from the plain and strictly appropriate 
Style — all that are called by Aristotle, Xena — ^is the Me- 
taphor, in the usual and limited sense ; viz. a word sub- 
stituted for another, on account of the Resemblance or 
Analogy between their significations. The Simile or 
Comparison may be considered as diflering in form only 
from a Metaphor ; the resemblance being in that case 
ttated, which in the Metaphor is implied.* £achmay be 
* Luke xii. 37, 38. \ See Logic, chap. iii. 
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founded either on Resemblance* strictly so called, i. • 
^direct resemblance between the objects themselveA in 
question, (as when we speak of " to^fe-land, or com- 
pare great waves to mountains,) or on Analogy, which 
is the resemblance of Ratios — a similarity of the rela- 
tions they bear to certain other objects; as when we 
speak of the " tight of reason," or of ** revelation ;" or 
compare a wounded and captive warrior to a stranded 
ship. * The analog^ieai Metaphors and Comparisons are 
both the more frequent and the more striMng. They 
are the more frequent, because almost every object has 
such a multitude of relations, of di&rent kinds, to many 
other objects ; and they are the more striking, because 
(as Dr. A. Smith has well remarked) the more remote 
and unlike in themselves any two objects are, the more 
is the mind impressed and gratified by the perception of 
some point in which they agree. 

It has been already observed, under the head of Ex- 
ample, that we are carefully to distinguish between an 
Illustration, (i. e. an Argument from analogy or re- 
semblance,) and what is properly called a Simile or (Dom- 
parison, introduced merely to give force or beauty to 
the expression. The aptness and beauty of an Illustra- 
tration sometimes leads men to overrate, and sometimes 
to underrate, its force as an argumentf 

With respect to the choice between the Metaphorical 
form and that of Comparison, it maybe laid down as a 
general rule, that the former is always to be preferred,^ 
wherever it is sufficiently simple and plain to be imme- 
diately comprehended ; but that which as a Metaphor 
w^uld sound obscure and enigmatical, may be well 
received if exjiressed as a Comparison. We may say, 
e. g. with propnety, that " Cromwell trampled on the 
laws;" it would sound feeble to say that "he treated 
the laws with the same contempt as a man does any 

* Roderick Dhn, in the Lkdy of the Lake. 

t See part i. chap. iii. ^ 3. t t» 

l^t uaK^Ttpun K. T. \ Aristotle. Phet. book ill. chap. 10 
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thing which he tramples under his feet." On the other 
band it would be naish and obscure to say, "the 
stranded vessel lay shaken by the jwaves," meaning the 
wounded Chief tossing on the bed of sickness ; it is 
therefore necessary in such a case to state the resem- 
blance. But this is never to be done more fully than 
is necessary to perspicuify ; because all men are more 
Meta^oii- gratiBed at catching; the Resemblance for 
eal simile, tnemselves, than at having it pointed out to 
them.* And accordingly the greatest masters of this 
kind of style, when the case will not ^dmit of pure 
Metaphor, generally prefer a mixture of Metaphor with 
Simile ; first pointing out the similitude, and afterwards 
employing metaphorical terms which imply it; or vic$ 
versct, explaining a Metaphor by a Statement of the 
Comparison. To take examples of both kinds from 
an Author who particularly excels in this point; 
(speaking of a morbid Fancy,) 



-like the bat of indian brakes. 



Her pinions fan the wound she makes, 
And soothine thus the dreamer's pain, 
She drinks the life-blood from the yein.f 

The word "like** makes this a Comparison ; but the 
three succeeding lines are Metaphorical. Again, to 
take an instance of the other kind: 

Thej mdted from the field, aa snow, 

When streams are swoln, and south winds blow, 

Dissolves in silent dew4 

Of the words here put in italics, the former is a 
Metaphor, the latter introduces a Comparison. Though 
the instances here adduced are taken from a Poet, tnr 
judicious management of Comparison which they ex^- 
plify, is even more essential to a Prose- writer, to whom 
less license is allowed in the employment of it. It is a 
remark of Aristotle, {Rhet. book iii. chap. 4,) that the 
Simile is more suitable in Poetry, and that Metaphor ia 

* T3 uavBdvav faSlu^ h^b <l>^au' Aristotle, RM. book iii. chap. 5 
f Rokebj. 
t MarmioB. 
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the only ornament of language in which the orator may 
freely indulge. He should* therefore, be the more 
careful to bring a Simile as near as possible to the 
Metaphorical form. The f oUowing is an example of 
the same kind of expression : " These metaphysic rights 
enterinjg^ into conmion life, like rays of light which 
pierce into a dense medium, are, by die laws of nature, 
refracted from their straight line Indeed, in the gross 
and complicated mass of human passions and concerns, 
the primitive rights of man undergo such a variety of 
refractions, and reflections, that it becomes absurd to 
talk of, them as if they continued in the simplicity of 
t|^r original direction."* 

jyieta^ors may be employed, as Aristotle Elevating 
observes, either to elevate or to degrade the or degrad> 
subject, according to the design of the Au- ^^^JJ®'"' 
thor; bein^ drawn from similar or corres- ^ 
ponding objects of a higher or lower character. Thus 
a loud and vehement speaker may be described either 
as bellomng or as thundering. And in both cases, if 
the Metaphor is apt and suitable to the purpose design- 
ed, it is alike conducive to Energy. He remarks that 
the same holds good with respect to Epithets also, which 
may be drawn either from the highest or the lowest at- 
tributes of the thing spoken of. Metonymy likewise 
(in which a part is put for a whole, a cause for an ef- 
fect, &c.) admits of a similar variety in its applicatioiiA. 

A happier example cannot be found than the one 
which Aristotle cites from Simonides, who, when offer- 
ed a small price for an Ode to celebrate a victory in a 
mW^-race, expressed his contempt for hal/'Osses, 
l^fdovoi,) as they were commonly called ; but when a 
larger sum was offered, addressed them in an Ode as 
' r^ughtersof Steeds swift-as- the-storm." aeX?.oir6S<av 
Hyarpeg Initutv. 

Any Trope (as is remarked by Dr. CampbeU) adds 
lorce to the expression when it tends, to fix the mind on 
* Burke, 911 tht J/Vwch JUcohtU^n. 
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that part, or circumstance, in the object spoken of, which 
is most essential to the purpose in hand. Thns, there 
is an Energy in Abraham's Periphrasis for «*God,*' 
when he is speakine of the allotment of Divine punish- 
ment : " shall not the Judge of all the earth do right ?" 
If again we were alluding to His omniscience , it would 
be more suitable to say, " this is known only to the 
Searcher of hearts f* if, to Ylib power, we should speak 
ofiHun as " the Almighty,** &c. 
"^f Metaphors, those generally conduce most to that 
Energy or Vivacity of style we are speaking of, which 
illustrate an intellectual by a sensible object ; the latter 
being always the most early familiar to the mind, and 
generally giying the most distinct impression to it 
Thus we speak of " unbridled rage," " deep-rooted pre- 
judice," "ff/oiwng ^eloquence," a ** stony heart," &c. 
And a similar use may be made of Meton3any also : as 
when we speak of the " Throne,*^ or the " Crovm " foi 
" Royalty," — the " sword,*' for " military violence," &c. 
Personify- ^^^ the highest degree of Energy (and to 
ing Meta- which Aristotle chiefly restricts the term) is 
phow. produced by such Metaphors as attribute 

life and adion to things inanimate ; and that, even when 
by this means the last-mentioned rule is violated, t. e. 
when sensible objects are illustrated by intellectual. Foi 
the disadvantage is overbalanced by the vivid impres- 
sion produced by the idea of personaiity or activity ; as 
when we speak of the rage of a torrent, 9, furious storm, 
a river disdaining to endure its bridge, &c.* 

The figure calfed by Rhetoricians rrosopopoeia (liter- 
ally. Personification,) is, in fact, no other than a Meta- 
phor of this kind: thus, in Demosthenes, Greece is 
represented as addressing the Athenians. So also in 
the book of Genesis, (chap. iv. ver. 10,) "the voice oi 
thybrother's blood crieth unto me from the ground " 
-plany such expressions, indeed, are in sudi common 
ase as to have lost all their Metaphorical force, sincf; 

* Pontemindignaitt9. 
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they.cease to suggest the idea belonging to their primary 
signification, and thus are become, practically, Proper 
terms. But a new, or at least unhackneyed, Metaphor 
of this kind, if it be not far-fetched and obscure, adds 
greatly to the force of the expression. This was a fa- 
vourite figure with Homer, from whom Aristotle has 
cited several examples of it ; as « the raging airow,*' 
« the darts eager to taste of flesh,'** ** the shameless,'* 
(or as it might be rendered with more exactness, though 
with less dignity, "the provoking) stone," (Ma( 
dvaiS^c) which mocks the efforts of Sisyphus, &c. 

Our language possesses one remarkable advantage, 
with a view to this kind of Knergy, in the constitution 
of its genders. All nouns in English, which ex|)ress 
objects that are really neuter, are considered as strictly 
of the neuter gender ; the Greek and Latin, though pos- 
sessing the advantage (which is wanting in the lan- 
guages derived from latin) of haying a neuter gender, yet 
lose the benefit of it, by fixing the mascuhne or feminine 
genders upon many nouns denoting things inanimate ; 
whereas in English, when we speaik of any such object 
in the masculine or feminine gender, that form of ex- 
pression at once confers personality upon it. When 
" Virtue," e g. or our " Country," are spoken of as 
females, or " ucean," as a male, &c they are, by that 
very circumstance, personified; and a stimulus is thus 
•given to the imagination, from the very circumstance, 
that in calm discussion or description, all of these would 
be neuter ; whereas in Greek or I^tin, as in French or 
Italian, no such distinction could be made. The em- 
ployment of " Virtus," and " 'Aper^ " in the feminine 
gender, can contribute, accordingly, no animation to the 
Style, when they could not, wimout a Solecism, be em- 
ployed otherwise. 

* There is a peculiar aptitude in some of these expressioiM which 
the modern student is very likely to overlook ; an arrow or dart,, 
from its flying with a 9pinntr.g motion, quivers violently when it if 
^ed } thus suggestidg the idea of a person trembling with eager 
ne»§. 

16 
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Koreitf in There is, however, very little, compaw 
Metaphor, tively, of Energy produced by any Meta- 
phor or Simile that is in common use, and already 
familiar to the hearer. Indeed, what were originally 
the boldest Metaphors, arc become, by long use, virtu- 
ally. Proper terms; (as is the case with the words 
*< source," " reflection," &c. in their transferved senses) 
and frequently are even nearly obsolete in the literal 
sense, as in the words " ardour," " acuteness," *• rumi- 
nate," " edification,"* &c. If, again, a Metaphor or 
Simile that is not so hackneyed as to be considered 
common property, be taken from any known Author, 
it strikes every one, as no less a plagiarism than if ^an 
entire argument or description had been thus transfer- 
red. And hence it is, that, as Aristotle remarks, the 
skilful employment of these, more than of any other, 
ornaments of knguage, may be regarded as a <^ mark of 
genius," {e(f<ffvtac otf/ieiov.) Not that he means to sav, 
as some interpreters suppose, that this power is entirely 
a gift of nature, and in no degree to be learnt; on the 
contrary, he expressly affirms, that the ** perception of 
resemblances,"! on which it depends, is the fruit of 
« Hiilosophy ;"| but he means that Metaphors are not 
to be, like other words and phrases, selected from com- 
mon use, and transferred from one composition to an- 
other,§ but must be formed for the occasion. 
Explana- Some care is accordinglv requisite, in or- 

tion of Me- der that they may be reaSily comprehended, 
taphors. g^j^j ^g^y ^^^ Yiaye the appearance of being 
far-fefched and extravagant. For this purpose it ia 
usual to combine with the Metaphor a Proper tenc 
which explains it; viz. either attributing to the term in 
its transferred sense, something which does not belong 
to it in its literal sense ; or vice versd, denying pI it ii 

• See Hinds's " Three Scruples j" Preface. 

f Td Snoiov hp^v. Aristotle, Rhet. book ii. 

1 *TSov U 6t\oaoflas. Aristotle, Khtt. book ii. and iii 

\ Oic hn vap^ ^Xow \afie7v. Ibid, book iii. 
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Its transferred sense, something which does belong to it 
vn its literal sense. To Call the Sea the " watery bul- 
wark " of our island, would be an instance of the former 
kind ; an example of the latter is the expression of a 
writer who speaks of the dispersion of some hostile 
fleet, by the winds and waves, " those ancient and un- 
subsidized allies of England." 

It is hardly necessary to mention the ob- Mixed and 
vious and hackneyed cautions against mix- £**"P^jJ^ 
ture of Metaphors ; and against any that are ^^^P"®" 
complex and far-pursued, so as to approach to Allegory. 
. In reference to the former of these faults. Dr. Johnson . 
justly censures Addison for speaking of "bridling in 
his muse, who longs to launch into a nobler strain ;" 
" which," says the critic, " is an act that was never 
restrained by a bridle." Some, however, are tbo fastidi- 
ous on tiiis point Words, which by long use in a 
transferred sense, have lost nearly all their metaphorical 
force, may fairly be combined in a manner which, 
taking them literally, would be incongruous. It would 
savour of hypercriticism to object to such an expression 
as " fertile source." 

In reference to Ihe other fault — that of the too complex 
Metaphor — ^it should be obseiYed that the more apt and 
striking is the Analogy suggested, the more will it have 
of an artificial appearance; and will draw off the read- 
er's attention from the subject, to admire the ingenuity 
displayed in the Style. Young writers of genius ought 
especially to be admonished to ask themselves frequent- 
ly, not whether this or that is a striking expressiouy but 
ivhether it makes the meaniri^ more striking than an- 
other phrase would — whether it Impresses more Jprcibly 
the sentiment to- be conveyed. 

§ 4. Epithets, in the rhetorical sense, de- e th ta 
note, not every adjective, but those only ^* ® 
which do not add to the sense, but sisnify something 
already implied in the noun itself ; as, if one says, " the 
glorious sun:" on the other hand, to speak of the 



jMM elements of rhetoric. IPastIU 

** rising " or ** meridian sun ** would not be consideicd 
as, in this sense, employing an Epithet. 

It is a common practice with some writers to endea* 
vour to add force to their expressions by accumula- 
ting high-sounding Epithets, denoting the greatness, 
beauty, or other admirable qualities of the things spoken 
of : but the e£^ct is generally the reverse of what is in- 
tended. Most readers, except those of a very vulgar 
or puerile taste, are disgusted at studied efforts to point 
out and force upon their attention whatever is remark- 
able; and this, even when the ideas conveyed are 
themselves striking. But when an attempt is made to 
cover poverty of mought with mock sublimity of lan- 
guage, and to set off" trite sentiments and feeble argu- 
ments by*tawdry magnificence, the only result is, &at 
a kind di indignation is superadded to contempt; as 
when (to u^e Quinctilian's comparison) an attempt is 
made to supply, by paint, the natural glow of a youtnfal 
and healthy complexion. 

" A principal device in the fabrication of this Style," 
(the mock-eloquent,) " is to multiply epithets— dry ep- 
thets, laid on the outside, and into which none of the 
vitality of, the sentiment is found to circulate. You may 
take a great number of the words out of each page, and 
find that the sense is neither more nor less for your 
having cleared ,the composition of these Epithets of 
chalk of various colours, with which the tame thoughts 
had submitted to be rubbed over, in order to be made 
fine."* 

We expect, indeed, and excuse in ancient 
BtJ5e writers, as a part of the unrefined simplicity 

of a ruder language, such a redundant use of 
Epithets as would not be tolerated in a modem, even in 
a translation of their works ; the " white milk»" and 
•« dark gore," &c of Homer, must not be retained : at 
least, not so frequently as they occur in the original 
Iristotie, indeed, gives us to understand that in his tim« 
Foiter, Bnay iv 
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this liberty was still allowed to Poets ; but later taste is 
. more fastidious. He censures, however, the adoption, 
by prose- wjiters, of this, and of every other kind of or- 
nament that might seem to border on the poetical ; and 
he bestows on such a style the appellation of '^frigidi' 
ifvxpdv,) which, at first sight, may appear somewjial 
remarkable, (though the same expression, "frigid," 
might very properly be so applied in our own language 
also) because the words "warm,** "glowing,** and 
such-like Metaphors, seem naturally applicable to poe- 
try. This very circumstance, however, does in reality 
account for the use of the other expression. We are, 
in poetical prose, reminded of, and for that reason dis- 
posed to miss, the " warmth and glow" of poetry. It 
IS on the same principle that we are disposed to^ speak 
of cMness in the mys of the moon, because they remind 
us of sunshine, but want its warmth ; and that (to use 
an humbler and more familiar instance) an empty fire- 
place is apt to suggest an idea of cold. 

The use of Epithets, however, in prose composition, 
is not to be proscribed ; as the judicious employment of 
them is undoubtedly conducive to Energy. It is 
extremely difficult to lay down any precise rules on 
such a point. The only safe guide in practice must be 
a taste formed from a familiarity with tne best authors, 
and from the remarks of a skilful critic on one's own 
compositions. It may, however, be laid down as a 
general caution, more particularly needful for young 
writers, that an excessive luxuriance of style, and 
especially a redundancy of Epithets, is the worse of the 
two extremes ; as. it is a positive fault, and a very 
offensive one ; while the opposite is but the absence of 
an excellence. 

It is also an important rule, that the caution 
boldest and most striking, and almost poeti- against unl- 
cal, tiuns of expression, should be reserved j?™ ^"^• 
(as Aristotle has remarked, book iii. chap. 7,) ^ ^' 
loi the most impassioned parts of a discourse ; and that 
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an author should guard against the vain amhition of 
expressing every thing in an equally high-wrought, 
brilliant, and forcible style. The neglect of this caution 
often occasions the imitation of the best models, to prore 
detrimental. When the admiration of some fine and 
animated passages leads a young writer to take those 
passages for his general model, and to endeavour to 
make every sentence he composes equally fine, he will, 
on the contrary, ^ve a flatness to the whole, and 
destroy the eflfect of those portions which would have 
been forcible if they had been allowed to stand promi- 
neat. To brighten the dark parts of a picture, produces 
much the same result as if one had darkened tne bright 
parts; in either case there is a want of rdief and 
contrast ; and Composition, as well as Painting, has its 
lights and shades, which must be distributed with no 
less skill, if we would produce the desired effeet.* 
Uses of In no place, however, will it be advisable 

spithets. to introduce any Epithet which does not 
fulfil one of these two purposes; 1st, to explain a 
Metaphor; a use which has been noticed under that 
head, and which will justifjr, and even require, the 
introduction of an Epithet, which, if it had been joined 
to the Proper term, would have been glaringly super- 
fluous ; thus ^schylusf speaks of the *< winged hound 
of Jove,** meaning the eagle : to have said the ** winged 
eagle" would have had a very dificrent effect ; 2dly, 
when the Epithet expresses something which, though 
implied in the subject, would not have been likely to 
3ccur at once spontaneouslv to the hearer's mind, and 
y^et is important to be noticed with a view to the purpose 
m hand. Indeed, it will generally happen, mat *he 
Ejnthets employed by a skilful orator, will be foun»* to 
be, in fact, so many abridged arguments, the forct of 
which is sufliciently conveyed by a mere hint : e. $, 4 

* Omnia vtUt belle Matho dicere : die alifuand(i 
Et bene ; die neutrum : die aliqwmdo vmI*. 
t Prometheus. 
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sny one says, " we ought to take warning from tht 
bloody revolution of France," the Epithet suggests one 
of the reasons for our being warned ; and that, not less 
clearly, and more forcibly, than if the argument had 
been stated at length.* 

§ 5. With respect to the use of Antiqua- uncommo* 
ted, Foreign, New-coined, or New-corn- Expreasioni 
pounded words,t or words applied in an unusual sense 
It may be sufficient to observe, that all writers, and 
prose- writers most, should be very cautious and sparing 
m the use of them ; not only because in excess they 
produce a barbarous dialect, but because they are so 
likely to suggest the idea of artifice ; the perception of 
which IS most especially adverse to Ener^. The oc- 
casional apt introduction of such a term will sometimes 
produce a powerful effect ; but whatever may seem to 
savour of affectation, or even of ?reat solicitude and 
study la the choice of terms, will efectually destroy 
the true effect of eloquence. The language which be- 
tia3rs art, and carries not an air of simplicity and sincer- 
ity, may, indeed, by some hearers, be thought not only 
very fine, but even very energetic ; this very circum* 
stance, however, may be taken for a proof that it is not 
so; for if it had been they would not have thought 
about it, but would have been occupied, exclusively, 
with the subject. An unstudied and natural air, there- 
fore, is an excellence to which the true orator, i. e. he 
who is aiming to carry his point, will be ready to sac- 
rifice any other that may interfere with it 

The principle here laid down will espe- -v^ords 
cially apply to the choice^of words, with a considered 
view to their Imitative, or' otherwise appro- " sounds 

* See Part L ch. iii. ^ 3. 

t It is a curious instance of whimsical inconsistency, that many 
Who, with justness, censure &s pedantic the frequent, introduction 
of Or«ek and Xottn words, neither object to, nor refrain from, a 
similar pedantry with respect to French and Italian. 

This kind of aflbctation is one "of the dangers" oTk little learn* 
ing ;" those who are really good linguists are seldom so anxious 
to display their knowledge. 
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priate Sound. The attempt to make <* the sound an 
echo to the sense," is indeed more frequently^ to be met 
with in poets than in prose writers ; but it may be 
worth remarking, that an evident effort after this kind 
of excellence, as it is offensive in any kind of composi- 
tion, would in prose appear peculiarly disgusting. 
Critics treating on this subject have gone into opposite 
extremes ; some fancifully attributing to words, or com 
binations of words, an imitative powet far beyond what 
they can really possess* and representing this kind of 
Imitation as deserving to be studiously aimed at; and 
others, on the contrary, considering nearly the whole of 
this kind of excellence as no better than imaginary, 
and regarding the examples which do occur, and have 
been cited, of a congruity between the sound and the 
sense, as purely accidental. 

The truth probably lies between these two extremcb 
In the first place, that words denoting sounds, or em- 
ployed in describing them, may be imitative of those 
sounds, must be admitted by all; indeed, this kind of 
Imitation is, to a certain decree, almost unavoidable, in 
our language at least ; which abounds, perhaps more 
than any other, in these, as they may be called, natu- 
rally expressive terms; such as "hiss," "rattle," 
" clatter," " splash," and many others-f 

In the next place, it is also allowed by most, that 
quick or slow motion may, to a certain degree at least, 
be imitated or represented by words ; many short syl- 
lables (unincumbered by a clash either of vowels, or of 
consonants coming together) being pronounced in the 

* Pope has accordingly been Justly censured for his ii.«onsistenc7 
in making the Alexandrine represent both a quick and a slow mo 



tion: 
3. " Which, like a woundecT snake drags its slow length along.' 



1. " Flies o^er the unb<»nding com,- and skims along the main.** 
dedsi 



; one, I 

Ming pronounced in the same time, seems to moye more rapidly, 
i See Wallis, Gram. Anglic. 
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same time with a smaller number of lung isyllables, 
abounding with these incumbrances, the former seems 
to have a natural correspondence to a quick, and the 
latter to a slow motion ; since in the one a greater, and 
in Jhe other a less space, seem to be passed over in the 
same time. In the ancient Poets, their hexameter ver- 
rvis being always considered as of the same length, i. e 
m respect of the tinw taken to pronounce them, what- 
ever proportion of dactyls or spondees they contained, 
this kind of Imitation of quick or slow motion, is the 
more. apparent; and after malang all allowances for 
fancy, it seems impossible to doubt that in many in- 
stances it does exist; as, «. g. in the often^cited line 
which expresses the rolling of Sisyphus's stone down 
the hill: 

A20i$ instra v&ovis KvXhSsro \Sas &vaiSijS' 

The following passage from the JEneid can hardJy 
be denied to exhibit a correspondence with the slow 
and QJiick motions at least, which it describes ; that of 
the Trojans laboriously hewing the foundations of a 
tower on the top of Priam's palace, and that of its sud- 
den and violent fall ; 

** AggrSssi ferro clrcum, qua gumma labantes* 
, Juncturds tabtUata dabant, diveUimus altis 
Sedibus, imputtmusquey ed lapsd repente ruinam 
Cvm sonttu trahtt, et JDdndum super agmind late 
Incidit." 

But, lastly, it seems not to require any excessive ex- 
ercise of fancy to perceive, if not, properly speaking, an 
Imitation, by words, of other things besides sound and 
motion, at least, an Analogical aptitude. That there is 

♦ The slow moTement of this line would be much more percep- 
tible, if we pronounced (as doubtless the Latins did) the doubled 

consonants ; " ag-gresH fer-ro sum-ma :" but in English, and 

consequently in &e English way of reading Latin or Greek, the 
doubling of a consonant only serves to fix the place of the accent ; 
the latter of the two being never pronounced, except in a very few 
compound words j es " innate," " connalural," " poor-rate," " hop 
pole.* 

17 



tlO ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. Part HI 

at least an apparent Analogy between things sensible, 
and things intelligible, is implied by numberless Meta- 
phors; as when we speak of **roughy'or harsh, soft, 
orsmoothy manners,** " turbulent passions," the " stroke, 
or the storms of adversity,'* &c. Now if there are a^y 
words, or combinations of words, which have in their 
sound a congmity with certain sensible objects, there 
is no reason why they should not have the same con- 
gmity with those emotions, actions, &c. to which these 
sensible objects are analogous. Especially, as it is 
universally allowed that certain musical combinations 
are, respectively, appropriate to the expression t)f grief, 
anger, agitation, &c. 

On the whole, the most probable conclusion seems to 
be, that many at least of the celebrated passages that 
are cited as Imitative in sound, were, on the one hand, 
not the result of acddetily nor yet, on the other hand, of 
study; but that the idea in the author's mind spont^e- 
ously suggested appropriate sounds ; thus, when Mil- 
ton's mind was occupied with the idea of the opening 
of the infernal gates, it seems natural that his expression, 

II / '^^ £/ and on their lunges gprate 
Harsh thunder," 

should have occurred to him without any distinct in- 
tention of imitating sounds 

It will be the safest rule, therefore, for a prose- writer 
at least, never to make any distinct effort after this kind 
of Energy of expression, but to trust to the spontaneous 
occurrence of suitable feounds on every occasion where 
the introduction of them is likely to have good effect. 
Technical § 6. It is hardly necessary to give any 
language, warning, generally, against the unnecessary 
Introduction of Technical language of any kind, when 
ihe meaning can be adequately, or even tolerably, ex- 
pressed in conmion, ». e. unscientific words The terms 
and phrases of Art have an air of pedantic affectation, 
fox which they do not compensate, by even the smallest 
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appearance of increased Energy.* But there ^•gf^'f* 
is an apparent exception to tnis rule, in the *^ ^ ^ 
case of what may be csdled the * Theological Style ;"' 
a peculiar phraseology, adopted more or less by a large 
proportion of writers of Sermons and other religious 
works ; consisting partly of peculiar terms, but chiefly 
of common words used in a peculiar sense or combina- 
tion, so as to form altog^ether a kind of diction widely 
differing from the classical standard of the language. 
This pnraseolo^ haying been formed partly from me 
style of some of the most eminent Divines, partly, and 
to a much greater degree, from that of the Scriptures, 
t. e. of our Version, has been supposed to carry with it 
an air of appropriate dienit]^ and sanctity, which greatly 
adds to the force of vmat is said. And this may, per- 
haps, be the case when what is said is of little or no 
intrinsic weight, and is only such meagre common-place 
as many rehgious works consist of : the associations 
which such language will excite in the minds of those 
accustomed to it, suppMng in some degree the deficien- 
cies of the matter. But this diction, though it may 
serye as a veil for poverty of thoujght, will be found to 
produce no less the effect of obscuring the lustre of what 
IS truly valuable : if it adds an appearance of strength 
to what is weak, it adds weakness to what is strong ; 
and if pleasing to those of narrow and ill-cultivated 

* Of course this rale does not apply to avowedlj technical sys- 
terns of instruction. In such works the osnal and the best rale is, 
to euploy, as far as possible, such technical terms as custom has 
already established ; defining, modifying, restricting, extending. 
Ice. these, if necessary, as the occasion may require. Sometimes, 
however, the introduction of new ones will be called for, either in 
addition to the others, or in their stead, when there are v^ strong 
objections against these. 

It is no uncommon trick with some writers to invent and adopt, 
on the slightest pretext, complete new sets of technical terms, the 
more stranee and uncouth, the better for their purpose ; and thus 
to pass off long-known troths for prodigious discoveries, and gain 
the credit of universal originality by the boldness of their innova* 
tions in language : like some voyagers of discovery, who talMpo$' 
94isien of countries, whether before-visited or not, by formally 
firing them new names. 
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minds, it is in a still higher degree repulsive to personi 
of taste. 

It may be said, indeed, with truth, that the improve- 
ment of the majority is a higher object than the gratifi- 
cation of a refined taste in a few ; but it may be doubted 
whether any real Energy, even with respect to any class 
of hearers, is gained by the use of such a diction as that 
of which I am speaking. For it will often be found 
that what is received with great approbation, is yet 
(even if, strictly speaking, understoooj but very little 
attended to, or impres^d upon the minds of the hearers 
Terms and phrases which have been lon^ familiar tc 
them, and have certain vague and indistinct notions 
associated with them, men often suppose themselves to 
understand much more fully than they do ; and stiU 
oftener give a sort of indolent assent to what is said, 
without makine any eSbrt of thought. 

It is justly oDserved by Mr. Foster, {Essay iy.) when 
treating on this subject, that « with regard to a con- 
siderdble proportion of Christian readers and hearers, a 
reformed language would be excessively strange to 
them ;** but that *' its being so strangle to them, would 
be a proof of the necessity of adopting it, at least, in 
part, suid by degrees. For the manner in which some 
of them would receive this altered diction, would prove 
that the customary phraseology had scarcely given 
them any dear ideas. It would be found that the 
peculiar phrases had been not so much the vehicles of 
ideas, as the substitutes for them.* These readers and 
hearers have been accustomed to chime to the sound, 
without apprehending the sense ; insomuch, that if they 
hear the very ideas which these phrases signifv» 
expressed ever so simply in other language, they ao 
not recognise them." 

* It may be added that many would at once take for granted that 
any alteration in the statement of any doctrine, though the phrase! 
they had been accustomed to were arowedly of Man's fruning- 
impliesa rejection of the doctrine itself; ann they would accord 
in^ly raise a cry of Heresy. 
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He observes also, with much truth, that the studied 
Incorporation and imitation of the language of the Scrip- 
tures in the texture of any discourse, neither indicates 
reverence for the sacred composition, nor adds to the 
dignity of that which is human : but rather diminishes 
that of such passages as might be introduced from the 
sacred writings in pure and distinct quotation, standing 
contrasted wi& the general Style of the work. 

Of the Technical terms, as they may be called, of 
Theology, there are many, the place of which might 
easily be supplied by corresponding expressions in aom^ 
mon use : there are many, again, which are remnants 
of the philosophy of the School-men, but are employed 
frequently by persons who know nothing of the meta^ 
physical theories which gave rise to the use of such 
terms:* there are others, doubtless, which, denoting 
ideas exclusively belonging to the subject, could not be 
avoided without a tedious circumlocution ; these, there- 
fore, may be admitted as allowable peculiarities of dic- 
tion ; and the others, perhaps, need not be entirely dis- 
used ; but it is highly desirable that hcth should be very 
frequently exchanged for words or phrases entirely free 
from any technic^ peculiarity, even at the expense of 
some circumlocution. Not that this should be done so 
constantly as to render the terms in question obsolete ; 
but by introducing frequently, both the term, and a sen- 
tence explanatory of the same idea, the evil just men- 
tioned — the habit of not thinking, or not thinking at- 
tentively, of the meaning of what is said — ^will be, in 
great measure, guarded against; the technical words 
themselves will make a more forcible expression — and 
the danger of sliding into unmeaning card will be materi- 
ally lessened; Sudi repetitions, therefore, will more than 
compensate for, or ramer will be exempt from, any a^ 
pearance of tediousness, by the addition both of Perspi- 
eoity and Energy. 
<' It must indeed be acknowledged, that in many i 
* See Hampden, Bampton Leci. 
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innovations have been introduced, partly by the ceasine 
to employ the words designating those doctrines whicn 
were designed to be set aside: but it is probable -they 
may have been still more frequently and successfully 
introduced under the advantage of retaining the terms, 
while the principles were gradually subverted. And 
therefore, since the peculiar words can be kept to one 
invariable si^fication only by keeping that significa- 
tion clearly m sight, by means of something separate 
from these words themselves, it might be wise in Chris- 
tian authors and speakers sometimes to express the 
ideas in common words, either in connexion with the 
peculiar terms, or, occasionally, instead of them. 
Common words might less frequently be applied as 
affected denominations of things which have their own 
direct and conunon denominations; and be less fre- 
quently combined into uncouth phrases. Many peculiar 
and antique words might be exchanged for other single 
words of equivalent signification, and in common use. 
And the small number of peculiar terms acknowledged 
and established, as of permanent use and necessitj^, 
might, even separately from the consideration of modi- 
fying the diction, be, occasionally, with advantage to 
the explicit declaration and clear comprehension of 
Christian truth, made to give place to a fuller expression, 
in a number of common words, of those ideas of which 
they are single signs.*** 

It may be asserted, with but too much truth, that a 
very considerable proportion of Christians have a habit 
of laying aside in a great degree their common sense, 
and letting it, as it were, lie dormant, when points of 
Religion come before them ; — as if Reason were utterly 
at variance with Religion, and the ordinary principles 
of sound Judgment were to be completely superseded 
on that subject And accordingly it will be found, that 
there are many errors which are adopted — ^many truths 
which Vfe overlooked, or not clearly understood— und 

* Foster, Essay ir. p. 904. 
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many difficulties which stagger and perplex them— for 
want, properly speaking, of the exercise of their 
common sense; i. e. in cases precisely analogous to 
such as daily occur in the ordinary affairs of life ; in 
which those very same persons would form a correct, 
clear, prompt, ana decisive judgment. It is well worthy 
of consideration, how far the tendency to this habit 
might be diminished by the use of a diction conformable 
to the suggestions which have been here thrown out.- 

§ 7. With respect to the Number of words 
employed, " it is certain," as Dr. Campbell depenLni 
observes, «* that of whatever kind the senti- on the 
ment be, witty, humorous, grave, animated, or 5ie"wwda* 
sublime, the more briefly it is expressed, the 
Energy is the greater " — " As when the rays of the sun 
are coUected into the focus of a burning-glass, the smaller 
the spot is which receives them compared with the 
surface of the glass, the greater is the splendour, so, in 
exhibiting our sentiments by speech, the narrower the 
compass of words is, wherein the thought is comprised, 
th^ more energetic is the expression. Accordingly, we 
find that the very same sentiment expressed diffusely, 
will be admitted barely to be just ; expressed concisely, 
will be admired as spirited." He afterwards remarks, 
that though a languid redundancy of words is in all 
cases to be avoided, the energetic brevity which is the 
most contrary to it, is not adapted alike to every subject 
and occasion. «* The kinds of writing which are less 
susceptible of this ornament, are the Descriptive, the 
Pathetic, the Declamatory,* especially the last. It is, 
besides, much more suitable in writing than in speaking. 
A reader has the command of his time ; he may re^ 
Cast or dow, as he finds convenient ; he can peruse a 
sentence a second time when necessary, or lay down 
the book and think. But if, in haranguing the people, 
you comprise a great deal in few words, the hearer 

* This remark is made, and the principle of it (which Dr. Camp* 
y*Ji ban imitted) subjoiiied. in part ii. chap. ii. § 8, of this TreA^iM 
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must have uncommon quickness of apprehension to 
catch the meaning before you have put it out of his 
power, by engaging his attention to something else." 

The mode in which this inconvenience snould be 
obviated, and in which the requisite expansion may be 
given to any thing which the persons addressed cannot 
comprehend in a very small . compass, is, as I have 
abready remarked, not so much by increasing the num- 
ber of words in which the sentiment is conveyed in each 
sentence, (though in this, some variation must of course 
be admitted,) as by repeating it in various forms. The 
uncultivated and the dull wiU require greater expansion, 
and more copious illustration of the same thought, than 
the educated and the acute ; but they are even still more 
liable to be wearied or bewildered by prolixity. U the 
material is too stubborn to be speedily cleft, we must 
patiently continue our efforts for a longer time, in order 
to accomplish it : but this is to be done, not by making 
each blow fall more slowly, which would only enfeeble 
them, but by often-repeated blows. 
Vcrbosit ^* ^® needful to insist the more on the 

advene to energetic effect of Conciseness, because so 
perspicuity many, especially young writers and speakers. 

enem. *^® *P* ^ ^^ ^^^^ * ^V^^ ^^ pompous verbo- 
sity, not from negligence, but from an idea thai 
they are adding both Perspicuity and Force to what is 
said, when they are only incumbering the sense with a 
needless load of words. And they are the more likely 
to commit this mistake, because such a style will often 
Mpear not only to the author, but to the vulgar, (i. e. 
the vulg-ar in intellect,) amon^ his hearers, to be very 
majestic and impressive. It is not uncommon to hear 
a speaker or writer of this class, ment^ned as having a 
" very fine command of language," when, perhaps, it 
might be said with more correctness, that « his language 
has a command of him ;" t. e. that he follows a train of 
words rather than of thought, and strings together all 
the striking expressions that occur to him on the subject. 
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instead of first forming a clear notion of the sense he 
wishes to convey, and then seeking for the most appro- 
priate vehicle in which to convey it. He has but the 
same " command of language " that the rider has of a 
horse which runs away with him. 

If, indeed, any class of men are found to be the most 
effectually convinced, persuaded, or instructedyhy a tur- 
gid amplification, it is the orator's business, true to his 
object, not to criticise or seek to improve their taste, but 
to accommodate himself to it. But it will be found that 
this is not near so often the case as many suppose. The 
orator may often by this kind of style gain great admu 
ration, without being the nearer to his proper end, 
which is to carry his point. It will frequently happen 
that not only the approbation, but the whole attention 
of the hearers will have been confined to the Stjle, 
which will have drawn their minds, not to the subject, 
hut from it. In those spurious kinds of oratory, indeed, 
which have been above mentioned, (p. iii. chap. ii. § 4, 
5, 6,) in which the inculcation of the Subject-matter is 
not the principal object proposed, a redundancy of words 
may often be very suitable ; but in all that comes with- 
in the legitimate province of Rhetoric, there is no fault 
to be more carefully avoided.* 

* " By a multiplicitj of words the -sentiment is not set off and ao 
commodated, but like David, in Saul's armour, it is incumbered and 
oppressed. 

" Yet this is not the only, or perhaps the worst consequence re- 
sulting from this manner of treating Sacred writ j" [part^krtuingl 
" we are told of the torpedo, that it has the wonderful quality of 
numbing every thin^ it touches ; a paraphrase is a torpedo. By its 
influence the most vivid sentiments become lifeless, ue most sub- 
lime are flattened, the most fervid chilled, the most vigorous ener> 
vated. In the very best compositions of this kind that can be ex 

Sected, the Gospel may be compared to a rich wine of a high 
avour, diluted in such a quantity of water as renders it extremely 
xtrid » Campbell, Rhetoric, book iii. chap. ii. § 2. 

It should be observed, however, that to some palates or stomachs 
a dilution may be necessary. Nor does Dr. Campbell mean, I ap* 
prehend, that there are not many passaees in Scripture whicn 
require expansion with a view to their being fully comprehend 
•d by an ordinary reader. But a regular paraphrase generall} 
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II will therefore be advisable for a tyro in composi- 
tion to look over what he has written, and to strike out 
every word and clause which he finds will leave the 
passage neither less perspicuous nor less forcible than 
It was before: ** quamvis invita recedant f' remember- 
ing that, as has been aptly observed, " nobody knows 
what good things you leave out :" if the general effect 
is improved, that advantage is enjoyed by the reader, 
unalloj^ed by the regret which the author may feel at 
the omission of any thing which he may think in itself 
excellent. 

But this is not enough ; he must study contraction as 
well as omission. There are m£iny sentences which 
would not bear the omission oi a single word consistent- 
ly with perspicuity, which yet may be much more con- 
cisely expressed, with equal clearness, by the employ- 
ment of different words, and by recasting a great part 
of the expression. Take for example such a sentence 
as the foUowing : 

•* A severe and tyrannical exercise of power must 
become a matter of necessary policy with Kings, when 
their subjects are imbued with sucn princi- 
u^nF'^^ pies as justify and authorize rebellion ;*' this 
sentence could not be advantageously, nor 
to any considerable degree abridged, by the mere omis- 
sion of any of the words ; but it maybe expressed in a 
much shorter compass, with equal clearness and far 
greater energy, thus; "Kings will be tjrrants from 
policy, when subjects are rebels from principle."* 

The hints I have thrown out on this point coincide 
pretty nearly with Dr. Campbell's remark on " Verbo- 
sity," as contradistinguished from " Tautology,"^ and 

expands every passage, easy or hard, nearly to the same degree : 
it applies a magnifying-glass of equal power to the gnat and to the 
camel. 

• Burke. 

t Tautolo^, which he descrroes as '* either a repetition of the 
same sense in different words, or a representation of any thing as 
the cause, condition, or consequence, of itself," is, in most instan 
•es, (of the latter kind at least,) accountQ^ &n offence rather again^. 
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from " Pleonasm." " The third and lasi fault 1 shall 
mention against vivid Conciseness is Verbosity. This, 
it may be thought, coincides with the Pleonasm already 
discussed. One difference however is this ; in the Pie 
onasm there are words which add nothing to the sense 
in the Verbose manner, not only single words, but 
whole clauses, may have a meaning, and yet it were 
better to omit them, because what the;^ mean is unim- 
portant. Instead, therefore, of enlivening the expres- 
sion, they make it languish. Another difierence is, that 
in a proper Pleonasm, a complete correction is always 
made by razing. This will not always answer in tne 
Verbose style ; it is often necessary to alter as well as 
blot*** 
y § 8. It is, of course, impossible to lay down 

precise rules as to the decree of Conciseness nessto be 
which is, on each occasion that may arise, reconciled 
allowable and desirable ; but to an author ^^1^^' 
who is, in his expression of any sentiment, ^ 
wavering between the demands of Perspicuity and ol 
Energy, (of which the former of course requires the 
first care, lest he should fail of both,) and doubting 
whether the phrase which has the most of forcible bre- 
vity, will be readily taken in, it may be recommended 
to use both expressions ; — ^first to expand the sense, suf- 
ficiently to be clearly understood, and then to contract 
it into the most compendious and striking form. This 
expedient might seem at first sight the most decidedly 
adverse to the brevity recommended ; but it will be 
found in practice, that the addition oi a compressed and 

eorreetnets than brevity ; the example he gives from Bolingbroke, 
** how many are there by whom these tidings of good n«vf» were 
never heard," would usually be reckoned a hlimder rather than an 
instance of prolixity; like the expression of " Sinecvrt placet 
which have no duty annexed to them." " The Pleonasm,'* he ob- 
serves, " implies merely superfluity. Though the words do not, 
<ts in the Tautology, repeat the sense, they add nothing to it ; c. g, 
rhey returned [back again] to the [samel city [froml whence tli^ 
came [forth."] Campbell, Rh^oric, book iii. chap. ii. ^ 3. 
* Campbell^ Rhetoric,hooli. iii. chap. ii. sec. 3, part iii. 
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pithy expression of the sentiment, which has been al- 
ready stated at greater length, will produce the effect oi 
brevity. For it is to be remembered that it is not on 
account of the actual number of words that difFuseness 
is to be condemned, (unless one were limited to a cer- 
tain space, or time,) but to avoid the flatness and te- 
diousness resulting from it ; so that if this appearance 
can be obviated by the insertion of such an abridged 
repetition as is here recommended, which adds poig- 
nancy and spirit to the whole. Conciseness will be, 
practically, promoted by the addition. The hearers 
will be struck by the forcibleness of the sentence which 
they will have been prepared to comprehend; they 
will understand the longer expression, and remember 
the shorter. But the force will, in general, be totally 
destroyed, or much enfeebled, if the order be reversed ; 
— ^if the brief expression be put first, and afterwards ex- 
panded and explained ; for it loses much of its force 
if it be not clearly understood the moment it is uttered ; 
and if it be, there is no need of the subsequent expan- 
sion. The sentence recently quoted from Burke, as an 
instance of energetic brevity, is in this manner brought 
in at the clqse of a more expanded exhibition of the 
sentiment, as a condensed conclusion of the whole. 
*• Power, of some kind or Other, will survive the shock 
in which manners and opinions perish ; and it will find 
other and worse means, for its support. The usurpation 
which, in order to subvert ancient institutions, has de- 
stroyed ancient principles, will hold power by arts sim- 
ilar to those by which it has acquired it. When the 
old feudal and chivalrous spirit of fealty, which, by 
by freeing kings from fear, freed both kings and sub- 
jects from the precaution of tyranny, shaU be extinct 
in the minds of men, plots and assassinations will be 
anticipated by preventive murder and preventive confis- 
cation, and that long roll of grim and bloody maxims, 
which form the political code of all Power, not stand- 
ing on its own honour, and the honour of those who 
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are to obey it. Kings will be tyrants from policy when 
subjects are rebels from principle."* 

The same writer, in another passage of the same 
work, has a para^ph in like mann«r closed and sum- 
med up by a striking metaphor, (which will often prove 
the most concise, as well an in other respects striking, 
form of expression,) such as would not have been so 
readily taken in if placed at the beginning. " To avoid, 
therewre, the evils of inconstancy and versatility, ten 
thousand times worse than those of obstinacy and the 
blindest prejudice, we haVe consecrated the State, that 
no man should approach to look into its defects or cor- 
ruptions but with due caution ; that he should never 
dream of beginning its reformation by its subversion ; 
that he should approach to the faults of the State as to 
the wounds of a father, with pious awe and trembling 
solicitude. By this wise prejudice we are taught to 
look with horror on those chilihren of their country who 
are prompt rashly to hack that aged parent in pieces, 
and put him into the kettle of ms^icians, in hopes that 
by their poisonous weeds, and wud incantations, they 
may regenerate the paternal constitution, and renovate 
their father's life."t 

This, however, being an instance of what may be 
called the classical Metaphor, no preparation or explana- 
tion, even though sufficient to make it intelligible, could 
render it very striking to those not thoroughly and 
early familiar with the ancient fables of Medea. 

The Preacher has a considerable re^iource, of an ana- 
logous kind, in similar allusions to tb«» history, descrip- 
tions, parables, &c. of SCRIPTURE, which wil? olten 
furnish useful illustrations and forcible metaphors, in 
an address to those well acquainted with the Bible ; 
though these would be frequently unintelligible, and 

* Burke, Reflections on the Revolution in France, Works, toI. t« 
p. 158. 

t Burke, Reflections »n the Reoolution in France, Wbrks, vol. v 
MM 
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always comparatively feeble, to persons not familiar 
with Scripture/ 

style of Dr. So great, indeed, is the ef^cjt of a skilful 
Johnson. interspersiott of short, pointed, forcible sen- 
tences, that even a considerable yiolation of some of the 
foregoing rules may be, by this means, in a great degree, 
concealed ; and vigour may thus be communicated (if 
vigour of thought be not wanting) to a style chargeable 
even with tautology. This is the case with, much of 
the language of Dr. Johnson, who is certainly on the 
whole an energetic writer ; though he would have been 
much more so, had not an over-attention to the round- 
ness and majestic sound of his sentences, and a delight 
in balancing one clause against another, led him. so 
frequently into a faulty redundancy. Take, as an in- 
stance, a passage in his life of Prior, which may be 
considered as a favourable specimen of his style : " So- 
lomon is the work to which he intrusted the protection 
of his name, and which he expected succeeding ages to 
regard with veneration. His affection was natural ; it 
hsA undoubtedly been written with great labour ; and 
who is willing to think that he has Seen labouring in 
vain ? He had infused into it much knowledge, and 
much thought ; had often polished it to elegance^ often 
dignified it with spLendouVy and sometimes heightened 
it to sublimity ; he perceived in it many excellences, 
and did not discover that it wanted that without which 
all others are of small avail, the power of engaging 
attention and alluring curiosity. Tediousriess is the 
most fatal of all faults ; negligences or errors are single 
or local; but tediousness pervades the whole; other 
faults are censured and forgotten, but the power of 
tediousness propagates itself. He that is weary the 
first hour, is more weary the second ; as bodies forced 
into motion contrary to their tendency, pass more and 
more slowly through every successive interval of space 
Unhappily this pernicious failure is that which »i 
• See Appendix, [M.J 
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author is least able to discover. We are seldom tire- 
some to ourselves ; and the act of composition fills and 
delights the mind with change of language and succes- 
sion of images : every couplet when produced is new ; 
and novelty is the great source of pleasure. Perhaps 
no man ever thought a line superfluous when he first 
wrote it; or contracted his work till his ebullitions of 
invention had subsided.** 

It would not have been just to the author, nor even 
so suitable to the present purpose, to cite less than the 
whole of this passage, which exhibits the characteristic 
merits, even more strikingly than the defects, of the 
writer. Few could be found in the works of Johnson, 
and still fewer in those of any other writer, more 
happily and forcibly expressed ; yet it can hardly be 
denied that the parts here distinguished by italics are 
chargeable, more or less, with Tautology. 

It nappens, unfortunately, that Johnson's 
style is particularly easy of imitation, even j^^^^Jq" **' 
by writers utterly destitute of his vigour of 
thought; and such imitators are intolerable. They 
bear the same resemblance to their model, that the 
armour of the Chinese, as described by travellers, con- 
sisting of thick quilted cotton covered with stiff glazed 
paper, does to tnat of the ancient knights; equally 
glittering, and biilky, but destitute of the temper and 
firmness which was its sole advantage. At first sight, 
indeed, this kind of style appears far from easy of 
attainment; on account of its being remote from the 
colloquial, and having an elaborately artificial appear- 
ance; but in reality, there is none less diflicult to 
acquire. To string together substantives, connected by 
conjunctions, which is the characteristic of Johnson's 
style, is, in fact, the rudest and clumsiest mode ol 
expressine our thoughts : we have only to find names 
for our ideas, and then put them together by connec- 
tives, instead of interweaving, or rather felting theif 
\[>gether, by a due admixture of verbs, participles, pre 
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positions, &c So that this way of writing, as contrasted 
with the othor, may be likened to the primitive rude 
carpentry, in which the materids were united by coarse 
external implements, pins, nails, and cramps, when 
compared with that art in its most improved state, after 
the invention of dovetail-joints, grooves, and mortices, 
when the junctions are effected by forming properly the 
extremities of the pieces to be joined, so as at once to 
consdidate and conceal the juncture. 
YftTioui If any one will be at the pains to compare 

proportions a few pages, taken from almost any part of 
tiTM^in dS"^ Johnson's Works, with the same quantity 
ferent from any other of our admired writers, noting 

styles. down the number of substantives in each, he 
will be struck with the disproportion. This would be 
still greater, if he were to examine with the same view 
an equal portion of Cicero ; but it must be acknowledged 
that the genius of the Latin language allows and 
requires a much smaller proportion of substantives than 
are necessary in our own : especially such as express 
qualities in the abstract. 

§ 9. In aiming at a concise Style, how- 
tivf ^tyie. «v®r> <^f® '^^^^^^ o^ course be taken that it be 
not crowded. The frequent recurrence of 
considerable ellipses, even when obscurity does not 
result from them, will produce an appearance of affected 
and laborious compression, which is offensive. The 
author who is studious of energetic brevity, should aim 
at what may be called a suggestive style ; such, that is, 
as, without making a distinct, though brief, mention of 
a multitude of particulars, shall put the hearer's mind 
into the same train of thought as the speaker's, and 
Kuggest to bim more than is actuallv expressed- 

Such a /<:>1'^ may be compared to a good map, which 
ma'k» distincu} the great outlines, setting down the 
fUr^ipal livers, town«<, mountains, &c., leaving the 
imagination to supply the villagps, nillocks, and 
•treamlets which, if they were a'^ mserted in their 
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due proportions, would crowd the map, thoagh after aU 
they could not be discerned without a microscope. 

Aristotle's style, which is frequently Bo elliptical as 
to be dry and obscure, is yet often, at the very same 
time, unnecessarily diffuse, from his enumerating much 
that the reader would easily hare supplied, if me rest 
had been fully and forcibly stated. He seems to have 
regarded his readers as capable of going al(mg foith him 
readily, in the deepest (fiscussions, but notj at going 
beyond him, in the most simple ; i. e. of filling up his 
meaning, and inferring what he does not actually 
express; so that in many passages a free translator 
might convey his sense in a shorter compass, and yet 
in a less cramped and elliptical diction. A partiwlar 
statement, example, or proverb, of which the general 
application is obvious, will often save a lon^ arotiact 
rule, which needs much explanation and hmitation; 
and will thus suggest much that is not actuallj said ; 
thus answering the purpose of a mathematical diagram, 
which, though itself an individual, serves as a repre- 
sentative of a class. Slight hints also respecting ^e 
subordinate branches of any subject, and notices of the 
principles that will a^ply to them, &c may often be 
substituted for digressive discussions, which, though 
laboriously compressed, would yet occupy a much 
greater space. J udicious divisions likewise and classi- 
fications, save much tedious enumeration ; and, as has 
been formerly remarked, a well-chosen epithet may 
often suggest, and therefore supply the place of, an 
entire argument 

It woiDd not be possible, within a moderate compass, 
to la^ down precise rules for the suggestive kind of 
writmg I am speaking of ; but if the slight hints here 
given are sufficient to convey an idea of the object to 
be aimed at, practice will enable a writer gradtudl^r to 
form the habit recommended. It may be worth while* 
however, to add, that those accustomed to rational con- 
fferMiion, will find in that, a very useful exercise, with 
18 
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a yiew to this point, (as 'vrell as to almost ;eyery other 
connected with Hhetoric ;) since, in conversation, a man 
natuially tries first one and then another mode of ex- 
pressing his thoughts, and stops as soon as he perceiyes 
that his companion fully comprehends his sentiments, 
and is sufficiently impressed >vith them. 

§ 10. I haye dwelt the more earnestly on the head of 
Conciseness, because it is a quality in which young 
writers (who are the most likely t^ seek for practical 
benefit in a Treatise of this kind) are usually most de- 
ficient ; and becliuse it is commonly said that, in them, 
exuberance is a promising sign; without sufficient care 
being taken to qualify this remark, by adding, that this 
oyer-luxuriance must be checked by judicious pruning. 
If an early proneness to redundancy be an indication of 
natural genius, those who possess this genius should be 
^e more sedulously on their guard agamst that fault 
And those who do not, should be admonished that 
the want of a natural gift cannot be supplied by copy- 
ing its attendant defects. 

. _ The praises which have been bestowed on 

Copious- Copiousness of diction, haye probably tended 
dependent to mislead authors, into a cumbrous verbosity* 
wi preei- jt should be remembered, that there is no real 
Copiousness in a multitude of synonymes 
and circumlocutions. A house would not be the bettei 
furnished for being stored with ten times as many ol 
some kinds of articles as jirere needed, while it was 
perhaps destitute of those required for other purposes , 
nor was Lucullus*s wardrooe, which, according to 
Horace, boasted five thousand mantles, necessarily well 
stocked, if other articles of dreds were wanting. The 
completeness of a library does not consist in the niunber 
of volumes, especially if many of them are duplioates; 
but in its containing copies of each of the most valuable 
works. And in like manner, true Copiousness of lan- 
guage consists in having at command, as far as posable. 
a suitable expression for each different modification al 
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thought. This, consequently, will often save much cir 
cumlocution ; so that the greater our command of Ian 
guage, the more concisely we shall be enabled to write. 

In an author who is attentive to these principles, dif 
fuseness may be accounted no dangerous fault of style, 
because practice will gradually correct it ; but it is oth- 
erwise with one who pleases himself in stiin^ng to- 
* gether well-sounding w^ords into an easy, flowing, and 
(falsely called) copious style, destitute of nerve; and 
who is satisfied witn a small portion of matter ; seeking 
to increase, as it were, the appearance of his wealth by 
hammering out his metal thin. This is far from a cura- 
ble fault. When the style is fully formed in other re- 
spects, pregnant fulness of meaning is seldom superadded; 
but when there is a basis x)f energetic condensation of 
thought, the faults of harshness, baldness, or even ob- 
scurity, are much more likely to be remedied. Sohd 
gold may be new moulded and polished ; but what can 
give sohdity to gildine ? 

§ 11. Lastly, the Arrangement of words Energy de- 
may be made highly conducive to Ener^. pendent on 
The importance of an attention to this point, ^J^'*"^® 
with a view to Perspicuity, has been already "^° * 
noticed ; but of two sentences equally perspicuous, and 
consisting of the very same words, the one may be a 
feeble and languid, tne other a striking and energetic 
expression, merely from the difference of Arrangement. 

Some, among the moderns, are accustomed 
to speak of the natural order of the words in JJder'of 
a sentence, and to consider, ^each, the estab- words, 
iished arrangement of his own language as 
the nearest to such a natural order ; regarding that which 
prevails in Latin and in Greek as a sort of deranged and 
irregular structure. We are apt to consider that as most 
natural and intrinsically proper, which is the most fa- 
miliar to ourselves ; but tnere seems no good ground for 
asserting, that the customary structure of sentences m 
the aacient languages is less natural, or less suitable lar 
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the purposes for which language is employed, than in 
the modern. Supposing the established order in English 
or in French, for instance, to be more closely conformed 
to the grammatical or logical analysis of a sentence, than 
that of Latin or Greek, because we place the Subject first, 
the Copula next, and the Predicate last, &c, it does not 
follow that such an arrangement is necessarily the best 
fitted in every case, to excite the attention, to direct' it to 
the most essential points — to gratify the imagination 
— or to afiect the feelings. It is, surely the natural 
object of language to express as strongly as possible 
the speaker's sentiments, and to convey the same to 
the hearers ; and that arrangement of words may 
fairly be accounted the most natural, by which a& 
men are naturally led, as far as the rules of their re- 
spective languages allow them, to accomplish this ob- 
ject. The rules of many of the modern languages do 
indeed frequently confine an author to an order which 
he would otherwise never have chosen; but what 
translator of any taste would ever voluntarily alter the 
arrangement of the words in such a sentence as Meydkr, 
h 'ApTSfAic 'E(^eaiavi which our language allows us tr 
render exactly, " Great is Diana of the Ephesians !** 
How feeble in comparison is the translation of Le Clerc. 
"ia Diane des Ephhiens est nine grande IHesseT 
How imperfect that of Beausobre, " La grande Diane 
des EphSsiensf* How undignified that of Saci, **Vive 
la grande Diane des EpfUsiens r* 
Advantage Our language indeed is, though to a less 
in point of degree, very much hampered by the same re- 
S!^t in the strictions ; it being in general necessary, for 
ancient Ian- the expression of the sense, to adhere to an 
guageg. Qpjgj. ^ijich may not be in other respects the 
most eligible : ** Cicero praised Cssar," and *' Caesar 
praised Cicero," would be two very different proposi- 
tions ; the situation of the words being all that indicates, 
(from our want of CaseSy) which is to be taken as the 
nominative, and which as the accusative ; but »uch a 
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restriction is far from bein? an advantage. The trans- 
position of words which the ancient languages admit 
of, conauces, not meiely to yariety, but to Energy, and 
even to Precision. 

If » for instance, a Roman had been directing the atten- 
tion jof his hearers to the circumstance that even Casar 
had been the object of Cicero*s praise, he would, most 
likely, have put ** Caesarem " first ; but he would have 
put ** Cicero" first, if he had been remarking that, not 
ordy others, but even he had praised Caesar.* 

It is for want of this liberty of Arrange- 
ment that we are often compelled to mark ^SSf*^ 
>he emphcUic words of our sentences by the 
Toice, in speaking, and by italics, in writine; ; which 
nrould, in Greek or in Latin, be plainly in£cated, in 
3iost instances, by the collocation alone^ The sentence 
which has been often brought forward as an example 
of the varieties of expression which may be given to 
the same words, ** Will you ride to London to-morrow ?" 
9jnd which may be pronounced and understood in at 
least five different ways, according as the first, second, 
&e. of the words is printed in italics, would be, by a 
Latin or Greek writer, arranged in as many different 
orders, to answer these several intentions. The advan- 
tage thus gained must be evident to any one' who con- 
siders how important the object is which is thus accom- 
plished, and for the sake of which we are often com- 
pelled to resort to such clumsy expedients ; it is Uke 
the proper distribution of the lights m a picture ; which 
is hardly of less consequence than the correct and lively 
representation of the objects. 

The 4th book of Q. Curtius begins with a passage 
which affords a ^ood instance of the enereetic effect 
produced by a skilful use of the licence of the I^atin 
arrangement : «* Darius tanti modo exercitus rex, qui 
triumphantis magis quam dimicantis more, curru subli- 
mis inierat praelium, per loca quas prope immensis agmi* 
* Seo Logic, book it chap. 4. § 1 . 
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nibus compleverat, jam inania, et ingenti solitadine 
vastBLtfugiebat," The effect of the concluding verb, 
placed where it is, is most striking. 
Italics and ^t must be the aim then of an author, "who 
underacor- would write with Energy, to avail himself 
*"*• of all the liberty which our language* does 

allow, 80 to arrange his words that there shall be the 
least possible occasion for underscoring and italics; and 
this, of course, must be more carefully attended to by 
the vrriter than by the speaker; who may, by his mode 
of utterance, conceal, in great measure, a defect in this 
point It may be worth observing, however, that some 
writers, having been taught that it is a fault of style to 
require many of the words to be in italics, fancy they 
avoid the fault, by omitting those indications where they 
are really needed ; which is no less absurd than to at- 
tempt remedying the intricacies of a road by removing 
the direction posts.* The proper remedy is, to endea- 
vour so to construct the s^le, that the collocation of 
the words may, as far as is possible, direct the attention 
to those which are emphatic. 

And the general maxim that should chiefly guide us, 
is, as Dr. Campbell observes, the homely saying, 
** Nearest the heart, nearest the mouth ;'* the idea, 
which is the most forcibly impressed on the author's 
mind, will naturally claim the first utterance, as nearly 
as the rules of the language will permit. And it will 
be found that, in a majority of instances, the most Em- 
phatic word will be the Predicate; contrary to the rule 
which the nature of our lan^age compels us, in most 
instances, to observe. It wul often happen, however, 
that we do place the Predicate first, and obtain a great 
increase of Energy by this arrangement. Of this licence 
our translators of the Bible have, in many instances, 

* The censure of frequent and long Parentheses also leads somt 
writers into the like preposterons expedient of leaving out tht 
marks ( ) by which they are indicated, and substituting commas 
instead of so firaming each sentence that they shall not be needed 
It is no cure to a lame man, to take away his crutches. 
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very happily availed themselves ; as, «. g in the sen- 
tence Lately cited, ** Great is Diana of the Ephesiansf' 
80 also, " blessed is he that cometh in the name of the 
Lord :" it is evident how much this would be enfeebled 
by altering the arrangement into ** He that cometh in 
the name of the Lord is blessed.*' And, again, « Silver 
and Gold have I none ; but what I have, that give 1 
unto thee.'** Another passage, in which they mi^ht 
advantageously have adhered to the order of the onj3;i- 
nal, is, ** "Bir^rev, Iveat Ba^vX^w, ^ /ue/dX^,"!- which 
would certainly have been rendered as correctly, and 
more forcibly, as well as more closely, ^ Fallen, fallen 
is Babylon, that great city,*' than, ** Babylon is fallen^ 
is faUen." 

The word *<IT'* is frequently very ser- 
viceable in enabling us to alter the arrange- ^wordir! 
ment : thus, the sentence, " Cicero praised 
Cssar,** which admits of at least two modifications of 
sense, may be altered so as to express either of diem, 
by thus varying the order : ** It was Cicero that praised 
Cftsar,** or, " It was Caesar that Cicero praised.*' " IT " 
'js» in this mode of using it, the represetUcUive of the 
Subject, which it thus enables us to place, if we will, 
after the Predicate. 

Of whatever gender or number the subject referred 
to may be, " IT '* may, with equal propriety, be employ- 
ed to represent that subject Our transdators of the 
Bible have not scrupled to make " IT " refer to a maS' 
cidine noun : " It is I, be not afraid ;'* but they seem to 
have thought it not allowable, as perhaps it was not, 
at the time when they wrote, to make -such a reference 
to a plurals noun. " Search the Scriptures — thty are 
they which testify of Me :" we should now say, wiuout 
any impropriety, "IT is they,** Sfc. 

§ 12. With respect to Periods, it would . 
be neither practically useful, nor even suita- ** 

ble to the present object, to enter into an 

*AcU 7. 6. * t ReT. XTJii. 9. 
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of the dififerent senses in which varioiis antbois havv 
employed the word. A technipal tenn may allowably 
be employed, in a scientific work, in any^sense not very 
remote from common usa^e, (especiallv when common 
usage is not uniform and invariable in the meaning affix 
ed to it,) provided it be clearly defined, and the defini« 
tion strictljr adhered ta 

By a Period, then, is to be nndentood in this place, 
any sentence, whether simple or complex, which is so 
framed that, the Grammatical construction will not admit 
c^ a close, before the end of it ; in %hich, in ^ort, the 
meaning remains suspended, as it were, till the whole 
^^ is finished. A loost sentence, on the con- 

^***** teury, is, any that is not a Period ;--any, 



whose construction will allow of a stop, so 
as to form a perfect sentence, at one or more places be- 
fore we arrive at the end. £. O, " We came to our 
journey's end — at last— with no small difficulty— 4ifter 
much fatigue — ^thiou^h deep roadft^— and bad weather.** 
This is an instance (» a very loose sentence ; (for it is 
evident timt this kind of structure admits of degrees,) 
there being no less than five places, marked by £ishe8, 
at any one of which the s^itence might have terminat- 
ed» so as to be grammatically perfect The same words 
maj be fcnmed into a Period, thus : *< At last, after much 
fatieue, through deep roads, and bad weather, we came, 
with no small difficulty, to our journey's end." Here, 
no stop can be made at any part, so that the preceding 
words shall fonn a sentence before the final close. 
These are both of them simple sesitenees ; i. e^noi con- 
sisting of several clauses, but having only a single verb ; 
so that it is plain we ought not, according to this view, 
to confine the name of Period to convex sentences ; as 
Dr. Campbell has done, notwithstanding his havin^^ 
adopted the same definition as has been here laid down 
feriodiomk- Periods, or sentences nearly approaching 
Anoe t9 Ka- to Periods, have certainly, when other thing* 
«I7* are equal, the advantage in point of Energy. 
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An unexpected continuation of a sentence which the 
readef had supuosed to be concluded, especially 'd in 
reading aloud, he had, under that supposition, dropped 
his voice^ is apt to produce a sensation in the mind of 
being disa^eeably balked ; analogous to the unpleasant 
jar which is felt, when in ascending or descending stMrs. 
we meet with a step more than we expected : and if 
this be often repeated, as in a very loose sentence, a 
kind of weary impatience results from tlie uncertainty 
when die sentence is to close. Th^ objection, however, 
to loose sentences and consequent tendency towards the 
peiiodic structure* must have been greater among the 
Ancients than the Modems ; because the variety of ar- 
rangement which the ancient lan^ages permitted, and, 
in particular, the liberty of reserving tne verb, on which 
the whole sense depends, to the end, made that struc- 
ture natural and easy, in many instances in which, in 
our language, it would appear forced, unnatural, and 
affected. 

But the agreeableness of a certain degree. Tendency 
at least, of periodic structure, m all Ian- towards th« 
guages, is apparent from this ; that they all Jg^^tare 
contain words which may be said to have no 
other use or signification but to sitspend the sense, and 
lead the hearer of the first part of tne sentence to ex- 
pect the remainder. He who says, " The world is not 
eternal, nor the work of chance ;" expresses the same 
sense as if he said, " The world is neither eternal, nor 
the work of chance f yet the latter would be generally 
preferred. So also, ** The vines affi>rded both a refresh- 
ing shade and a delicious fruit;" the word "both** 
would be missed, though it adds nothing to the sense. 
Again, " While all the Ps^n nations consider Religion 
as one part of Virtue, the Jews, on the contrary, regard 
Virtue as a part of Religion ;'** the omission of the first 
word would not alter the sense, but would destroy the 
Period ; to produce which is its only use. The MEN* 
* Joiepliiu. 
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AE,* and TE of the Greek are, m many places, subser- 
vient to this use alone. 

The modern languages do not indeed admit, as waft 
observed above, of so Periodica style as the ancient do: 
but an author, who does but clearly understand what a 
Period is, and who applies the test I have laid down, 
will find it very easy, after a little practice, to compose 
in Periods, even to a greater degree than, in an English 
writer, good taste will warrant. His skill and care will 
be chiefly called for in avoiding all appearance of stiff- 
ness and affectation in the construction of them — ^in not 
departing, for the sake of a Period, too far from collo- 
quial usage — and in observing such moderation in the 
employment of this style, as shall prevent any betrayal 
of artifice, anything savouring of daborate stateliness ; 
which is always to be regaroed as a worse fault than 
the slovenliness and languor which accompany a ver^F 
loose style. 

Loose and § 13. It should be observed, however, 
periodic that, as a sentence which is not strictly a 
ciftttses. Period, according to the foregoing definition, 
may yet approach indefinitely near to it, so as to pro- 
duce nearly the same effect, so, on the other hand. 
Periods may be so constructed as to produce much of 
the same feeling of weariness and impatience which 
results from an excess of loose sentences. If the clauses 
be very long, and contain an enumeration of many 
circumstances, though the sentence be so framed, that 
<ve are still kept in expectation of the conclusion, yet 
it will be an impatient expectation ; and the reader wilj 
feel the same kind of uneasy uncertainty when the 
clause is to be finished, as would be felt respecting the 
sentence, if it were loose. And this will especially be 
the case, if the rule formerly given with a view to 
Perspicuity, be not observed,! of taking care that each 

* These two parUcles seem to be formed from uhstv, to " >fQp^ 
wait," and 6htv, to " bind— add on » 
tPartlii.chap.i.§3. 
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part of the sentence be understood, as it proceeds. 
£ach clause, if it consist of sereral parts, should he 
continued with the same attention to their mutual con- 
nexion, so as to suspend the sense, as is employed in 
the whole sentence ; that it may be, as it were, a JPeriO' 
die clause. And if one clause be long and another 
short, the shorter should, if possible, be put last. 

Universally, indeed, a sentence will often 
be, practically, too long, i. e. will hare a of ^e "*** 
tedious dragging effect, merely from its con longer op 
eluding with a much longer clause than it jj^^' 
began with; so that a composition which 
most would censure as abounding too much in long 
sentences, may often have its defects, in great measure, 
remedied, without shortening any of them ; merely by 
reversing the order of each. This of course holds j^ood 
with respect to all complex sentences of any consider- 
able length, whether periods, or not. An instance of 
the di^rence or effect produced by this means, may be 
seen in such a sentence as the following : ** The State » 
was made, under the pretence of serving it, in reality, 
the prize of their contention, to each of those opposite 
parties, who professed, in specious terms, the one, a 
prefeftnce for moderate Aristocracy, the other, a desire 
of admitting the people at large to an equality of civil 
privileges." This may be regarded as a complete 
period ; aud yet, for the reason just mentioned, has a 
tedious and cumbrous effect. Many critics might recom- 
mend, and perhaps with reason, to break it into two or 
three ; but it is to our present purpose to remark, that it 
might be, in some decree at least, decidedly improved, 
by merely reversing the clauses ; as thus : ** The two 
opposite parties, who professed in specious terms, the 
one a preference for moderate Aristocracy, the other a 
desire of admitting the people at lan^ to an equality of 
civil privileges, made the State, which they pretended 
to serve, in reality the prize of their contention."* 
* Thacydidei, on the Corcyrean sedition. 
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Another instance may be cited from a work, in which 
any occasional awkwaidness of expression is the more 
conspicuous, on account of its general excellence, the 
Church Liturey ; the style of which is so justly admired 
for its remai^able union of energy with simplicity, 
smoothness, and elegance : the following paseafe from 
the Exhortation is one of the yery few, which, from 
the fault just noticed, it is difficult lor a good reader to 
deliver with spirit; "And although we ought at all 
times humbly to acknowledge our sins before God,|] 
yet ought we most chiefly so to do,|| when we assemble 
— and meet together — to render thanks for the ereat 
benefits that we hare received at his hands — ^to set forth 
his most worthy praise, to bear his most holy word, and 
to ask those things which are requisite and necessary — 
as well for the body as the soul.** This is evidently a 
very loose sentence, as it might be supposed to conclude 
at any one of the three places which are marked by 
dashes ( — ) ; this disadvantage, however, may ^tsily lie 
^ obviated by the suspension of voice, by which a good 
' reader, acquainted with the passage, would indicate that 
the sentence was not concluded ; but the great fault is 
the len^ of the last of the three principal clauses, in 
comparison of the former two — (the conclusions of 
which are marked|| ;) by which a dragging and heavy 
effect is produced, and the sentence is made to appear 
longer than it really is. This would be more manifest 
to any one not familiar, as most are, with the passage ; 
but a good reader of the Liturgy will find hardl]^ any 
sentence in it so difficult to deliver to his own satisfac- 
tion. It is perhaps the more profitable to notice a 
blemish occurring in a composition so well known 
and so deservedly valued for the excellence, not only o^ 
its sentiments, but of its langua^ 

It is a useful admonition to young writers 

^SSJuSf. ^^ * "^^^ *® ^^^^ ^** lately been said. 

that they should always attempt to recast h 

•entence which does not please ; altering the arrange^ 
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ment and entire construction of it, instead of merelv 
seeking to change one word for another. This will 
eive a great advantage in point of Copiousness also ; 
or there may he, suppose, a substantive, which, either 
decaose it does not fully express our meaning, or for 
some other reason, we wish to remove, hut can find no 
other to supply its place ; but the object may perhaps be 
easUy accomplished by means of a verb, adverb, or some 
other part of speech, the substitution of which implies 
an alteration of the construction. It is an exercise, 
accordingly, which may be recommended as highly con- 
ducive to the improvement of Style, to practise casting 
a sentence into a variety of different forms. 
It is evident, from what has been said, that 
in compositions intended to be delivered, the ^f gfroctwe 
periodic style is much less necessary, and for the wn- 
therefore much less suitable, than in those t« aad the 
design^ for the closet. The speaker may, "P®*"-^' 
in most instances, by the skilful suspension of his voice, 

S've to a loose sentence the effect of a Period : and 
ough, in both species of composition the display of 
art is to be guarded against, a more unstudied air is 
looked for in such as are spoken. 

The study of the best Greek and Latin writers may 
be of ^reat advantage towards the improvement of the 
Style m the point concerning which I have now been 
treating, (for the reason lately mentioned,) as well as in 
most others: and there is this additional advantage, 
(which, at first si^ht, mi^ht appear a disadvantage,) that 
the style of a foreign writer cannot be so dosdy imitated 
as that of one in our own language : for this reason 
there will be the less danger of fallmg into an obviotts 
and servile imitation.* 

§ 14. Antithesis has been sometimes reck- titherii. 
oned as one form of the Period ; but it is ^ 

* Bolingbroke may be noted as one of the most Periodio of Eng 
lish writers ; Swift and Addison (though in other respects yerf 
diilbrent from each other) are among the most loose. 
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evident that, according to the view here taken, it has no 
necessary connexion with it. One clause may he op* 
posed to another, by means of some contrast between 
corresponding words in each, whether or not the clauses 
be so connected that the former could not, by itself, be 
a complete sentence. Tacitus, who is one of the most 
Antithetical, is at the same time one of the least Perio- 
dic, of all the Ijatin writers. 

There can be no doubt that this figure is calculated 
to add ^eatly to Energy. Every thing is rendered 
more striking by contrast ; and ah^ost every kind of 
subject-matter affords materials for contrasted ezpres- 
sions. Truth is opposed to error; wise conduct to 
foolish; different causes often produce opposite effects; 
different circumstances dictate to prudence opposite con- 
duct; opposite impressions may be made by the same 
object, on difierent minds ; and every extreme is op- 
posed both to the Mean, and to the other extreme. If» 
therefore, the language be so constructed as to contrast 
together these opposites, they throw light on each other 
by a kind of mutual reflection, and the view thus pre- 
sented will be the more striking, 
Antithcsia ^^ ^^^^ means also we may obtain, con 
conducive sistently with Perspicuity, a much greater 
to concise- degree of Conciseness ; which in itself is so 
°***' conducive to Energy ; e. g, «« When Reason 

is against a man, he will be against Reason ;"* it would 
be hardly possible to express this Sentiment not An- 
tithetically, so as to be clearly intelligible, except in a 
much long;er sentence. Again, *« Words are the Coun- 
ters of wise men, and the Money of fools ;"• here we 
have an instance of the combined effect of Antithesis 
and Metaphor in producing increased Energy, both di« 
"cectly, and at the same time, (by the Conciseness result- 
ing from them,) indirectly; and accordindy in such 
pomted and pithy expressions, we obtain me gratifica- 
tion which, as Ans^x)tle remarks, results from " the act 
«Hob1>et 
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of learning quickly and easily." The Antithetical ex- 
pression, " Party is the madness of many, for the gain 
of a few," affords an instance of this construction m a 
sentence which does not contain two distinct clauses. 
So also " A Proverh is the wisdom of many, and tiie 
wit of one." 

Frequently the same words, placed m different rela- 
tions with each other, will stand in contrast to them- 
Helves ; as in the expression, " A fool with judj^es ; 
omong fools, a judge ;"• and in that given by Quinc- 
tilian, " non ut edam vivo^ sed ut vivam edo ;" " I do 
not live to eat, but eat to live ;" again, «* Persecution is 
not wrong because it is cruel ; but it is cruel because 
it is wrong :"t and jigain, in the beautiful lines, from 
the Arabic, by Sir W. Jones: 



" On Parent knees, ft naked new-born child 
Weepingr thou f at'it while all around thee smil'd ; 
So liye, that sinking on thy last long sle«p, 
Thou then mayHrt smile, while all around thee weep.'' 



All of these are instancesi also of perfect Antithesis, 
without Period; for each of these sentences mi^ht, 
grammatically, be concluded in the middle. So auso, 
■< It is [indeed] a just maxim, that honesty is the best 
policy ; but he who is governed by that maxim is not 
an honest man." This Antithetical sentence is or is not 
It Period, according as the word " indeed" is inserted 
or omitted. *0f the same kind is an expression in a 
Speech of Mr. Wyndham's, " Some contend that I dis- 
approve of this plan, because it is not my own ; it would 
be more correct to say, that it is not my own, because I 
disapprove it."t 

The use of Antithesis has been censured by some» as 
H it were a paltry and affected decoration, unsuitable to 
a chaste, natural and masculine style. Pope, accord- 

• Cowper. t Komish Errors, chap. r. § 8. 

X Great pointedness and force is added to the argument from etn 
i^-mriti (part i. chap. ii. §6,) br the antithetical form of expression 
!•• note to part ir. chap. it. \ I, 
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ingly, himself one of the most antithetical of oar wn 
tere, speaks of it, in the Dunciad, with contempt: 

<' I see a Chief, who leads mv chosen sons, 
All arm'd with Points, Antitheses, and Pons." 

Caution '^^^ excess, indeed, of this style, by be- 

against ex- traving artifice, eStectaaHy destroys Energy ; 
Stttth is ^ draws oflF the attention, even of thost 

* ®* * who Bxe pleased vriih effeminate glitter, from 
the matter, to the style. But, as Dr. Qunpbell observes^ 
*< the excess itself mto which some writers have fallen 
is an evidence of its value — of the lustre and emphasis 
which Antithesis is calculated to give to the expression. 
There is no risk ot intemperance in using a liquor which 
has neither spirit nor flavour.** 

It is, of course, impossible to lay down precise rules 
for determining, ii^Aot will amount to excess, in the use 
of this, or of any other figure : the great safeguard will 
be the formation of a pure taste, bv the study of the 
most chaste writers, and unsparing self-correction. But 
one riile always to be observed in respect to the antithe- 
tical construction, is to remember that in a true Antithe- 
sis the opposition is always in the ideas expressed. 
Some writers abound with a kind of mock-antitnesis, in 
which the same, or nearly the same sentiment which is 
expressed by the first clause, is repeated in a second ; or 
at least, in which there is but little of real contrast be- 
tween die clauses which are expressed in a contrasted 
form. This kind of style not only produces disgust in- 
stead of pleasure, when once the artifice is detected, 
which it soon must be, bit also, instead of the brevity 
and vigour resulting from true Antithesis, labours under 
the fault of prolixi^ and heaviness. Sentences which 
mi^ht have been expressed as sunple ones, are expand- 
ed into complex, by the addition of clauses, which ado 
little or nothing to the sense ; and which have been com- 
pared to the fause handles and keyholes with which fur- 
niture is decorated, that serve no other purpose than to 
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correspond to Hie reed ones. Muph of Dr. Johnson's 
writing is chargeable with this fault. 

Bacon, in his Rhetoric, furnishes, in his common- 
piaces> (t. e. heads of Arguments, pro and contra^ on a 
variety of subjects,) some admirable specimens of com- 
pressed and striking Antitheses ; many of which are 
worthy of being enrolled among the most approved pro- 
verbs ; e, g. " He who dreads new remedies, must abide 
old evils.*' " Since thing? alter for the worse sponta- 
neously, if they be not altered for the better designedly, 
what end will there he of the evil .^' " The humblest 
of the virtues the vulgar praise, the middle ones they 
admire, of the highest they have no perception:" &c.* 

It will not uiurequently happen that an Antithesis 
Antithesis may be even more happily ex- without 
pressed by the sacrifice of the Period, if the P®"**^- 
clauses are by this means made of a more convenient 
length, and a resting-place provided#at the most suita- 
ble point : e. ^. " The persecutions undergone by the 
A^postles, furnished both a trial to their faitat and a con- 
firmation to ours: — a trial to them, because if human 
honours and rewards had attended them, they cotdd not, 
even themselves, have been certain that these were not 
their object ; and a confirmation to us, because they 
would not have encountered such sufferings in the cause 
of imposture." If this sentence were not broken as it 
is, but compacted into a Period, it would have more 
heaviness of effect, though it would be rather shorter . 
e. g. " The persecutions undergone by the Apostles, 
furnished both a trial of their faith, since if human hon- 
ours, &c. &c., and also a confirmation of ours, because," 
&c. Universally, indeed, a complex sentence, whether 
antithetical or not, will often have a degree of spirit and 
liveliness from the latter clause being made to turn back, 
as it were, upon the former, by containing or referring 
to, some word that had there been mentioned : e. g. 
** The introducers of the now-established principles of 
See Appendix, [A ] for some additional specimena 
19 
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Political-economy may fairly be considered to have made 
a great discovery; a discovery the more creditable, from 
the circumstance that the facts on which it was founded 
had long been well-known to all." This kind of style 
also may, as well as the Antithetical, prove ofTensiye if 
carried to such an excess as to produce an appearance 
of affectation or mannerism. 

§ 15. Lastly, to the Speaker especially, 
gatiOTu ^^ occasional employment of the interrogO' 
live form, will often prove serviceable with a 
view to Energy. It calls the hearer's attention more 
forcibly to some important point, by a personal appeal 
to each individual, either to assent to what is urged, or 
to frame a reasonable objection ; and it often carries 
with it an air of triumphant defiance of an opponent to 
refute the argument if he can. Either the Premiss* or 
the Conclusion, or both, of any argument, may be sta- 
ted in this form ; but it is evident, that if it be introduced 
too frequently, it will necessarily fail of the object ot 
- directing a particular attention to the most important 
points. To attempt to make every thing emphatic, is 
to make nothing emphatic. The utility, however, of 
this figure, to the Orator at least, is sumciehtly estab- 
lished by the single consideration, that it abounds in the 
Speeches of Demosthenes. 



Chap. III.— 0/* Elegance. 

§ 1. On the last quality of Style to be noticed— Ele- 
gance or Beauty — it is the less necessary to enlarge, 
both because the most appropriate and characteristic 
excellence of the class of compositions here treated of, 
is, that Energy of which i have been speaking ; and 

* The interrogative form is particularly suitable to the minov 

E remiss of a Dilemma, because that does not cat^orically assert, 
ut leaves an opponent his choice of several alternatives See Lo 
glc, Snpp. to part iii. % 5. 
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ilflo, heeause many of the rules* lairl down under tluit 
head, are equally applicable with a view to Elegance. 
The same Choice, Number, and Arrangement of words, 
will, for the most par:, conduce both to Kner- Elegance 
gy, and to Beauty. The two qualities, how- and Energy 
ever, are by no means undistinguishable : a J®* **^« 
Metaphor, for instance, may be apt, and ^^°^^' 
striking, and consequenUy conducive to Energy of ex 
pression, even though the new ima^e, introduced by it, 
have no intrinsic beauty, or be even unpleasant ; in 
which case it would be at variance with Elegance, or 
at least would not conduce to it. Elegance requires that 
all homely and coarse words and pnrases should be 
avoided, even at the expense of circumlocution ; though 
they may be the most apt and forcible that lanptage 
can supply. And Elegance implies a smooth and easy 
flow of word^ in respect of the sound of the sentences ; 
though a more harsh and abrupt mode of expression 
may often be, at least, equally energetic. 

Acc(vdingly, many are generally acknowledged to be 
forcible writers, to whom no one would give me credit 
of Elegance ; and many others, who are allowed to be 
elegant, are yet by no means reckoned among the vig- 
orous and energetic. 

§ 2. When the two excellencies of Style 
are at variance, the general rule to be ob- ofEne^. 
served by the orator is to prefer the energetic 
to the elegant. Sometimes, indeed, a pJain or even a 
somewhat homely expression, may have even a more 
energetic eflect, from that very circumstance, than one 
of more studied refinement ; since it may convey the 
idea of the speaker's being thoroughly in earnest, and 
anxious to convey his sentiments, where he uses an 
expression that can have no other recommendation; 
whereas a strikingly ele^nt expression may sometimes 
conveya suspicipn that it was introduced for the sake 
of its Elegance ; which will greatly diminish the force 
tl what IS said Th<) appearance of a too uniform 
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elegance or statcliness of style, is apt to cloy ; like a 
piece of music without any discords. 

Universally, a writer or speaker should 
a? tf on? endeavour to maintain the appearance of ex- 
had some- pressing himself, not, as if he wanted to say 
J^S ^ something, but as if he had something to say : 
i e. not as if he had a subject set him, and 
was anxious to compose the best essay or declamation 
on it that he could ; but as if he had some ideas to 
which he was anxious to give utterance; — not as if he 
wanted to compose (for instance) a sermon, and was 
desirous of performing that task satisfactorily ; but as 
if there was something in his mind which he was de- 
sirous of communicating to his hearers. 

It is an admonition wnich probably will give offence 
to some, and excite the scorn of others, but which I can- 
not but think may sometimes prove useful to a young 
preacher, that he should ask himself, at the beginning, 
and in the course of his composition, *< for what pur- 
pose am I going to preach ? Wherein would any one 
be a loser if I were to keep silence ? Is it likely that 
any one will learn something he was ignorant of, or be 
reminded forcibly of something he had forgotten, or that 
something he was familiar with shall be set before him 
in a new and striking point of view, or that some diffi- 
culty will have been explained, or some confused ideas 
rendered clear ; or, in short, that I shall at all have ed- 
-ified any one ? Let it not he said, that i preached be- 
cause there was to be a Sermon, and concluded when 1 
had said enough to— roccupy the requisite time ;* careful 
only to avoid any thing thing that could excite censure, 
and content to leave the hearers just as I found them. 
Let me not be satisfied with the thousandth iteration of 
common-places, on the ground that it is all very tritet 
and that it is the fault of the congregation if they do not 
believe and practise it ; for all this is eqi* ally the case 
whether I preach or not ; and if all 1 say is what they 
* See abor e, Part iii. chap 1 . ^ {>, 



> 
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not only knew before^ but had heard in the same trite 
and general statements anlmndred times before, I mi^ht 

; as .well hold my peace. 1 ought not to be considenng 
merely whether these arguments — motives doctrines, 
&c, are themselves likely to produce an effect; but 
whether my urging them will be likely to make any 
difference as to me effect. Am I then about to preach 
merely because I want to say something, or because 1 
have something to say f" 

' It is true, a man cannot expect constant success in his 
endeavours ; but he is not very likely to succeed in any 

' thing that is not even the object of his endeavours. 
This speaking as if one had something to say, is 
probably what Bp. Butler means by the expression of 
a man's writing " with simplicity and in earnest." Kis 
manner has this advantage, though it is not only inele- 
gant, but often obscure : Dr. Paley's is equally earnest, 
and very perspicuous: and though often homely, is 
more impressive than that of many of our most polished 
writers. It is easy to discern the prevalence of these 
two different manners in different authors, respectively, 
and to perceive the very different effects produced by 
them ; it is not so easy for one who is not really wri- 
ting *< with simplicity and in earnest," to assume the 
appearance of it.* feut certainly nothing is more ad- 
verse to this appearance than over refinement. Any 
expression indeed that is vulgar, in bad taste, and un- 
suitable to the dignity of the subject, or of the occasion, 
is to be avoided; since, though it. might have, with 
some hearers, an energetic efiect, this would be more 
than counter-balanced by the disgust produced in 
others ; and where a small accession of Energy is to be 
gained at the expense of a greaX sacrifice of Elegance, 
me latter will demand a preference. But still, the gen- 
eral rule is not to be lost si^ht of by him who is in ear- 
nest aiming at the true ultunate end of the Orator, to 

* This may be one reason why ko. Author's -noUs are often mors 
fpiritftd and more intereatlng ttjan tbe rest of his work. 
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which all others are to be made subseryient ; viz. not 
the amusement of his hearers, nor their admiration of 
himself, but their Conviction or Persuasion 

It is from this view of the subject that I have dweli 
most on that quality of style which seems most espe- 
cially adapted to that object Perspicuity is required in 
all compositions ; and may even be considered as the 
ultimate end of a Scientific writer, considered as such. 
He may indeed practically increase his utility by writing 
so as to excite curiosity, and recommend his subject to 
general attention ; but m doing so, he is, in some degree, 
BUjperadding the office of the Orator to his own ; as a 
Philosopher, he may assume the existence in his reader 
of a desire for knowledge, and has only to convey that 
knowledge in language that may be clearly understood 
Of the style of the Orator, (in the wide sense in which 
I have been using this appellation, as including all 
who are aiming at Conviction,) the appropriate object 
is to impress the meaning strongly upon men's mind& 
Of the Poet, again, as such,* the ultimate end is to give 
pleasure ; and accordingly Elegance or Beauty (in the 
most extensive sense of those terms) will be the appro- 
priate qualities of his language. 

4 3. Some indeed have contended, that to 
Syte^ie^ give pleasure is not the ultimate eftd of 
appropmte Poetry ;t not distinguishing between the 
character object which the Poet may have in view, as a 
dic??on.^ »w*«» aiid that which is tne object of Poetry, 
as Poetry. Many, no doubt, may have pro- 
posed to themselves the far more important object of 
producing moral improvement in their hearers through 
the medium of Poetry; and so have others, the incul- 
cation of their own political or philosophical tenets ; ou 
(as is supposed in the case of the Georgics,) the encou- 
ragement of Agriculture. But if the views of th<f 

♦ See Bishop Copleston's Lectures on Poetry, 
t Supported in some degree by the authority of Horace . 
JhU prodtue volunt, out dtUetart Potie. 
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mdividucU are to be taken into account, it should be 
considered that the personal fame or emolument of the 
author is very frequently his ultimate object. The true 
test is easily applied : that which to competent judges 
nfbrds the appropriate pleasure of Poetry, is good 
poetry, whether it answer any other purpose or not . 
that which does not afford this pleasure, however 
instructive it may be, is not good Poetry, though it may 
be a valuable Vfork. 

It may be doubted, however, how far these p^ ^ ^^^ 
remarks apply to the question respecting constuuted 
Beauty of style ; since the chief gratincation such by the 
afforded by Poetry arises, it may be said, *^o"g*^*8- 
from the lieauty of the thoughts. And undoubtedly if 
these be mean and common-place, the Poetry will be 
worth little; but still, it is not any quality of the 
thoughts that constitutes Poetry. Notwithstanding all 
that lias been advanced by some French critics,* to 
prove that a work, not in metre, may be a Poem, 
(which doctrine was partly derived from a misinterpre- 
tation of a passage in Aristotle's Poetics,p universal 
opinion has always given a contrary decision. Any 
composition in verse, (and none that is not,) is always 
called, whether good or bad, a Poem, by all who have 
no favourite hypothesis to maintain. It is indeed a 
common figure of speech to say, in speakine of any 
work that is deficient in the qualities which Poetry 
ought to exhibit, that it is not a Poem ; just as we say . 
of one who wants the characteristic excellences of the 
species, or the sex, that he is not a man :i and thus 
some have been led to confound together the appro- 
priate excellence of the thing in question, with its 

♦ Sec Preface to " Telemaque." 

f ^(Aof A6yo( has been erroneouily interpreted language without 
wutre, in a paiage where it certainly means metre withitut music s 
•r, na he calls u in another passage of the same work, tptXonerpia* 

\**l dare do all that may become a man ; 
Who dares do more, ;k non# '^—Macbeth. 
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e88ertee ;* but the use of such an expression as, au 
•* indifferent " or a *• dull Foem,** shows plainly thai 
the title of Poetry does not necessarily imply the re- 
quisite Beauties of Poetry. 

. . . Poetry is not distinguished from Prose by 

of roStry*'* superior Beauty of thought or of expression, 
and Prose, but is a distinct kind of composition ;t and 
they produce, when each is excellent in its 
kind, distinct kinds of pleasure. Try the experiment, of 
merely breaking up the metrical structure of a fine Poem, 
an d you will find it inflated and bonibastic Prose 4 remove 
this defect by altering the words and the arrangement, 
and it will be belter Prose than before ; then, arrange 
this again into metre, without any other change, and it 
will be tame and dull Poetry ; but still it will be Poetry, 
as is indicated by the very censure it will incur ; for if 
it were not, there would be no fault to be found with it ; 
since while it remained Prose, it was (as we have sup- 
posed) unexceptionable. The circumstance that the 

* It is, perhaps, hardly necessary to remark that I do not mean to 
employ tiie word " essential ** in a sense which it sometimes bears, 
viz. important. The e$$entUtl circumstance in *• Fresco-painting," 
is that the colonrs are laid on wet plaister j in an " oil painting,** 
that they shall have been mixed m oils ; in an " etching," that 
aqua fortis shall have been emploved ; &c. But no one would be 
understood to mean by this, that these circumstances are of more 
consequence (and in that sense more essential) than the display of the 
artistes genius. So, in the present case, the beauty of the thoughts 
is a more important and, in that sense, a more essential circum 
stance, than metre. 

f I wish it to be observed, that I am not defending or seeking 
to introduce any uniuual or new sense of the word Poetry : but, on 
the contrary, explainirg and vindicating that which is the most 
customary among all men who have no particular theory to sup- 
port. The ma^s of mankind often need, indeed, to have the mean- 
ing of a word (t. e their oum meaning) explained and developed ; 
but not to have it determined what it shall mean, since that is de- 
termined by their use ; the true sense of each word being, thmf 
which it wtderatood by it. 

X Hence the impropriety of the practice, bv no means uncommon, 
of teaming a language from its poetrv. It is like learning Botany 
in a flower garden ; which is filled with what are, to the Botanist's 
eye, beautiful monstere ;— every variety of curious and ornamental 
deviation from the simple forms. 



>^ 
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same style which was even required in one kind of com* 
position, proved offensive in the other, shows that a 
different kind of language is suitable for a composition 
in metre. 

Another indication of the essential differ- 
ence between the two kinds of composition, Poety not 
and of the superior importance of the expres- ^^^^ 
sion in Poelry, ie, that a good translation of 
a Poem, (though, perhaps, strictly speaking, what is so , 
called is rather an imitationy*) is read by one well-ac- 
quainted with the original, with etjual or even superior 
pleasure to that which it affords to one ienorant of that 
original ; whereas the best translation ofa Prose-work, 
(at least of one not principally valued for beauty of 
style,) will seldom be read by one familiar with the 
original. And for the same reason, a fine passage oi 
Poetry will be re-perused, with unabated pleasure,- for 
the twentieth time, even by one who knows it by 
heart, f 

According to the views here taken, good Poetry 
might be defined, « Elegant and decorated language, 
in metre, expressing such and such thoughts;" and 
good Prose -composition "such and such thoughts eX' 
pressed in good language ;" that which is primary in 
each, being subordinate in the other. 

§ 4. What has been said may be iilustra- AnsOogy 
ted as fully, not as it might be, but as is suit* ^tween 
able to the present occasion, by the follow- pJJJJy'l" 
mg passages from Dr. A. Smith's admirable Walking 
fragment of an Essay on the Imitative arts *°? s^Sc. 
'* Were I to attempt to discriminate between ing, and 
Dancing and any other kind of movement. Singing. 

* And accordingly it should be observed, that, as all admit, none 
Dut a poet can be qualified to translate a poem, 
t Hence it is that the want of complete Perspicuity (such i. e. as 



sufficiently intolligiblc, on a first perusal, to excite vivid and 
pleasing emotions. 

20 
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1 should observe, that though in perfomiing any ordi 
nary action — in walking, for example, across the room, 
a person may manifest both grace and agility, yet if he 
betrays the least intention of showing either, he is sure 
of offending more or less, and we never fail to accuse 
him of some degree of vanity and affectation. In the 
performance of any such ordinary action, every one 
wishes to appear to be solely occupied about the proper 
purpose of the action ; if he means to show either grace 
or agility, he is careful to conceal that meaning ; and 
in proportion as he betrays it, which he almost always 
does, he oflends. In Dancing, on the contrary, every 
one professes and avows, as it were, the intention of 
displaying some degree either of grace or of agility, or 
of both. The display of one or other, or both of these 
qualities, is, in readily, the proper purpose of the action ; 
and there can never be any disagreeable vanity or fe- 
tation in following^out the proper purpose of any action 
When we say of any particular person, that he gives 
htoiself many affected airs and graces in Dancing, we 
mean either that he exhibits airs and graces unsuitable 
to the nature of the dance, or that he exaggerates those 
which are suitable. Every Dance is, in reality, a suc- 
cession of airs and graces of some kind or other, which, 
if r may say so, profess themselves to be such. The 
steps, gestures, and motions which, as it were, avow the 
intention of exhibiting a succession of such airs and 
graces, are the steps, gestures, and motions which are 
peculiar to Dancing. * * * The distinction between the 
sounds or tones of Singing, and those of Speaking, 
seems to be of the same kmd with that between the 
steps, &c. of Dancing, and those of any other ordinary 
action. Though in Speaking a person may show a 
very agjeeable lone of voice, yet ii he seems to intend 
to show it — if he appears to listen to the sound of his 
own voice, and, as it were, to tune it into a pleasing 
modulation, he never fails to offend, as guilty of a most 
disagreeable affectation. In Speaking, as in every othei 
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ordinary action, we expect and require that tne speaker 
should attend only to tne proper purpose of the action— 
the clear and distinct expression of what he has to say. 
In Singing, on the contrary, every one professes the 
intention to please by the tone and cadence of his voice ; 
and he not only appears to be guilty of no disagreeable 
affectation in doing so, but we expect and require that 
he should do so. To please by the Choice and Ar- 
rangement of agreeable sounds, is the proper purpose of 
all music^ vocal as well as instrumental ; and we al ways 
expect that every one should attend to the proper pur- 
pose of whatever action he is performing. A person 
may appear to sing, as well as to dance, aSectedly ; he 
may endeavour to please by sounds and tones which 
are unsuitable to Uie nature of the song, or he may 
dwell too much on those which are suitable to it. The 
disagreeable affectation appears to consist always, not 
in attempting to please by a proper, but by some im- 
proper modulation of the voice." It is only necessary 
to aidd, (what seems evidently to have been in the au- 
thor's mind> though the Dissertation is left unfinished,) 
that Poetry has the same relation to Prose, as Dancing 
to Walking, and Singing to Speaking ; and that what 
has been said of them, will apply exactly, mutatis mU' 
tandis, to the other. It is needless to state this at length j 
as any one, by going over the passages just cited, 
merely substituting for " Singing," " Poetry,*' — ^fcr 
•« Speaking," " Prose,** — for "Voice," " Language/ 
&c. will at once perceive the coincidence.* 

What has beeii said will not be thought an unneces- 
sary digression, by any one who considers (not to men- 
tion tibe direct application of Dr. Smith's remarks, to 
Elocution) the important principle thus established in 
respect of the decorations of style : viz. that though it 
• 

» This probably was in Aristotle's mind when he reckoned Poetnr 
•mong the ivtitaiiM arts ; viz. that it is imitative of Prose-composl 
tion, in the same maimer as Singing, of ordinary Speaking ; aiMl 
Dancing, of ordinary action. 



Z5% ELEMENTS OF RHETORIC. [Part ID 

is possible for a poetical style to be affectedly and offen- 
sively ornamented, yet the same degree and kind of 
decoration which is not only allowed, but required, in 
Verse, would in Prose be disgusting ; and that the ap- 
vearance of attention to the Beauty of the expression, 
and to the Arrangement of the words, which in Verse 
IS essenti£d,is to be carefully avoided in Prose. 
Elegance of ^^^ since, as br. Smith observes, " such 
style in a design, when it exists, is almost always 
prose not to betrayed ;" the safest rule is, never, during 
of during ' the act of composition, to study Elegance, 
the act of or think about it at alL Let an author study 
writing. iijg ijgg^ models — mark their beauties of style, 
and dwell upon. them, that he may insensibly catch the 
habit of expressing himself with Elerance ; and wheii 
he has completed any composition, he may revise it, 
and cautiously alter any passage that is awkward and 
harsh, as well as those that are feeble and obscure : but 
let him never, while writing, think of any beauties of 
style; but content himself with such as may occur 
spontaneously. He should carefully study Pers^cutty 
as he goes along ; he may also, though more cautiously, 
aim, in like manner, at 5^ergy ; but if he is endeavour- 
ing after Elegance, he will hardly fail to betray that 
endearour; and in proportion as he does this, he will 
be so far from giving pleasure, to good judges, that ht 
will c£fend more than by the rudest simplicity. 
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PART IV. 

OF ELOCUTION 



Chap. I. — General Considerattont rdative to * 
Elocution, 

§ 1. On the importance of this branch, it is hardly 
necessary to offer any remark. Few need to be told 
that the efi^t of the most perfect composition may be 
entirely destroyed, even by a Delivery which does not 
render it unintelligible ; that one, which is inferior both 
in matter and style, may produce, if better spoken, a 
inore powerful enect than another which surpasses it in 
both those points ; and that even such an Elocution as 
does not spoil the effect of what is said, may yet fall fax 
short of. doing fuE justice to it. "What would you 
have said," observed ^schines, when his recital oi his 
great rival's celebrated Speech on the Crown was re- 
ceived with a burst of admiration — *^what would you 
have said, had yon heard him speak it?" 

The subject is far from having failed to engage atten- 
tion : of the prevailing deficiency of this, more than (A 
any other qualification of a perfect Orator, many have 
complained; and several have laboured to remove it: 
but it may safely be asserted, that their endeavours have 
been, at the very best, entirely unsuccessful Probably 
not a single instance could be found of any one who has 
attained, oy the study of any system of instruction that 
has hitherto appeared, a really good Delivery ; but there 
are many — probably nearly as many as have fully tried 
the experiment — ^who have by this means been totally 
spoiled ; — who have fallen irrecoverably into an affect- 
ed style of spouting, worse, in all respects, than their 
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original mode of Deliyery. Many accordingly have, 
not unreasonably, conceived a disgust for the subject 
altogetLer; considering it hopeless that Elocution should 
be taugfU by any rales; and acquiescing in the conclu- 
sion timt it is to be regarded as entirely a gift of nature, 
or an accidental acquirement of practice. It is to coun- 
teract tiie prejudice which may result from these feel- 
ings, that I profess in the outset a dissent from the prin^ 
ciiAes ^neially adopted, and lay claim to some degree 
of originality in my own. Novelty affords at least an 
opening for hope ; and the only opening, when former 
attempts have met with total failure.* ' 

Itoqidsites § 2* '^^ requisites of Elocution corres- 
of Elocu- pond in great measure with those of Style : 
*"*"* Correct Enunciation, in opposition botn to 

indistinct utterance, and to vulgar and dialectic ^fTonnii' 
dation, may be considered as answering to Parity, 
Grammatical Proprie^, and absence of Obsolete or 
otherwise Unintdli^ihle words. These qualities, of 
Style, and of Elocution, being equally required in com- 
mon conversation, do not properly fsdl within the pro- 
vince of Rhetoric. The three qualities, again, which 
have been treated of, under the head of Style, viz. Per- 
spicuity, Energy, and Elegance, may be regarded as 
equally requisites of Elocution ; which, in order to be 
perfect, must convey the meaning clearly, forcibly, and 
agreeably* 

Reading § 3. Before, however, I enter upon any 

and Speak- separate examination of these requisites, it 
"^* will be necessary to premise a few remarks 

on the distinction between the two branches of Delivery, 
viz. Reading aloud, and Speaking. The object of cor^ 
red Reading is, to convey to the hearers, through the 
medium of the ear, what is conveyed to the reader by 
the eye ; — ^to put them in the same situation with him 
who has the book before him ; — to exhibit to them, in 
■hort, by the voice, not only each word, but also all the 
* Tliif is, in substance, one of Bacon's Aphorisms. 



ObAP. I. § 3.] OF ELOCUTION. 256 

Btops, paragraphs, italic characters, Botes of interro^- 
tion, &c.* which his sight presents to him. His voice 
seems to indicate to them, " thus and thus it is written 
in the book or manuscript before me." Im- ■ 
pressive reading superadds to this, some de- rSng!'^* 

§ree of adaptation of the tones of voice to 
le chaiBcter of the subject, and of the style. What is 
usually termed fine Reading seems to convey, in addi- 
tion to these, a kind of admonition to the hearers re- 
specting the feelings which the composition ought to 
excite in them : it appears to say, " this deserves your 
admiration ;.— this is sublime ; — ^this is pathetic, &C.'' 

But Speaking, i. e. natural speaking, when gpeaking 
the Speaker is uttering his own sentiments, 
and is thinking exclusively of therriy has something in 
it distinct from all this; it conveys, by the- sounds 
which reach the ear, the idea, that what is said is the 
efiusion of the Speaker's own mind, wMch he is desi- 
rous of imparting to others. A decisive proof of which 
is, that if any one overhears the voice of another, to 
whom he is an utter stranger — suppose in the next room 
—without being able to catch the sense of what is said, 

* It may be said, indeed, that even tolerable reading aloud, sup 

!>lies more than is exhibited by a book to the eye ; since though 
taUcs, e. g. indicate which word is to receive the emphasis, ther 
do not point out the tone in which it is to be pronounced ; whicn 
may be essential to the right understanding of the sentence ; «. g. 
in such a sentence as in Grenesis i. " Ood said, Let there be light ; 
and there too* light :" here we can indicate indeed to the eve that 
the stress is to be upon "loo*;" but it may be pronounced in dif- 
ferent tones ; one of which would alter the sense, by implying 
that there weu light already. 

This is true indeed j and it is also true, that the very words them 
selves are not always presented to the eye with the same distinc- 
tions as are to be conveyed to the ear ; as, e. g. " abuse," " refuse," 
•( project," and many others, are pronounced differently, as nouns 
and as verbs. This ambiguity, however, in our written signs, as 
well as the other, relative to the emphatic words, are imperfections 
which will not mislead a moderately practised reader. My mean- 
ing* in saying that such! reading as I am speaking of puts the 
hearers in the same situation as if the book were before them, is 
to be understood on the supposition of their being able not only to 
read, bat to read so as to take in the full sense of what is written. 
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he will hardly ever be for a moment at a loss to dedda 
whether he is Reading or Speaking ; and this, thoujfj^h 
the hearer may not be one who has ever paid any criti- 
cal attention to the various modulations of the human 
roice. So wide is the difference of the tones employed 
on these two occasions, be the subject what it may.* 
Attention ^^^ difference of effect produced is pro- 
eonnested portionably great: the personal sym] 



with sym- fejt towards one who appears to be deliver- 
^^ ^* ing his own sentiments is such, that it usu 
ally rivets the attention, even involuntarily, though to 
a cliscourse which appears hardly worthy of it. It is 
not easy for an auditor to fall asleep while he is hear- 
ing even perhaps feeble reasoning, clothed in indiffer- 
ent language, delivered extemporaneously, and in an 
unaffected style ; whereas it is common for men to find 
a difficulty in keeping themselves awake, while listen- 
ing even to a good d&sertation, of the same length, or 
even shorter, on a subject, not uninteresting to them, 
when read, though with propriety, and not in a languid 
manner And the thoughts, even of those not disposed 
to be drowsy, are apt to wander, unless they use an ef- 
fort from time to time to prevent it ; while on the other 
hand it is notoriously difficult to withdraw our attention 
even from a trifling talker of whom we are weary, and 
to occupy the mind with reflections of its own. 

Of the two branches of Elocution which have been 

* " At every sentence let them Bak themselyes this question ; 
How should I utter< Uiis, were I speaking it as my own immediate 
sentiments ? — I have often tried an experiment to show the ^reat 
difference between these two modes of utterance, the naturu and 
the artificial ; which was, that when I found a person of vivacity 
delivering his sentiments with enei^v, and of course with all that 
variety of tones which nature fumiahes, I hare taken occasion to 
put something into his hand to read, as relative to the topic of con- 
versation ; and it was surprising to see what an immediate change 
there was in his Delivery, from the moment he began to read. A 
different pitch of voice took plate of his natural one, and a tediouf 
uniformity of cadence succeeeded to a spirited variety ; insomuch 
that a blind man could hardly conceive the person who read to be 
the same who had Just been speaking." Sheridan, Jirt of Rtaiing 
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just mentioned, it might, at first sight, appear as if one 
only, that of the Spealcer, came under the province oi 
Rhetoric. But it will be evident, on consideration, that 
both must be, to a certain extent, regarded as connected 
with our present subject ; not merely because many of 
the same principles are applicable to both, but because 
any one who delivers (as is so commonly the case) a 
written composition of his own, may be reckoned as 
belonging to either class ; as a Reader who is the author 
of what he reads, or as a Speaker who supplies the 
deficiency of his memory by writing. And agjain, in 
the (less common) case where a speaker is delivering 
without book; and from memory alone, a written com- 
position, eitiiier his own or another's, though this cannot 
in strictness be called Reading,^et the tone of it will be 
very likely to resemble that of Reading. In the other 
case — that where the author is actually reading his own 
composition, he will be atiU more hkely, notwithstand- 
ing its being his own, to approach in the Delivery of it 
to the Elocution of a Reader ; and, on the other hand, it 
is possible for him, even without actually deceiving the 
hearers into Ae belief that he is speaking extempore, to 
approach indefinitely near to that style. 

The difficulty howeVer^f doing this, to one who has 
the writing actually before him, is considerable ; and it 
is of course far greater when the composition is not his 
own. And as it is evident from what has been said, 
that this (as it may be called) Ex^mporaneous style of 
Elocution, is much the more impressive, it becomes an 
interesting inquiry, how the difficulty in question may 
be best surmounted. 

§ 4. Little, if any, attention has been Artificial 
bestowed on this point by the writers on style of 
Elocution ; the distinction above pointed out *l«>cuUoii. 
between Reading and Speaking having seldom, or never, 
been precisely stated and dwelt on. Several however 
have writen elaborately on " good Reading," or on 
EJjaition, gCTiera%.- and it is not to be denied^ thai 
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Bome ingenious and' (in tliemselyes) valuable remarks 
have been thrown out relative to such qualities in 
Elocution as might be classed under the three heads I 
have laid down, of Perspicuity, Energy, and Elegance 
but there is one {principle running through all their 
precepts, which being, according to my views, radically 
erroneous, must (if those views be correct) vitiate every 
system founded on it. The principle I mean is, that in 
order to acquire the best style of Itelivery, it is requisite 
to study analytically the emphases, tones, pauses, 
degrees of loudness, &c. which give the proper effect to 
each passage that is well delivered-~to frame rules 
founded on the observation of these— and then, in 
practice, deliberately and carefully to conform the 
utterance to these rules, so as to form a complete 
artificial system of Elocution. 

That such a plan not only directs us into a circuitous 
and difficult path, towards an object which may be 
reached by a shorter and straighter, but also, in most 
instances, completely fails of that very object, and even 
produces, oftener than not, effects the very reverse of 
what is designed, is a doctrine for which it will be 
necessary to offer some reasons; especially as it is 
undeniable that the system here reprobated, as employed 
in the case of Elocution, is precisely that recommended 
and taught in this very Treatise, in respect of the con- 
duct of Arguments. By analyzing the best composi- 
tions, and observlng^what kinds of arguments, and 
what modes of arranging them, in each case, prove 
most successful, general rules have been framed, which 
an author is recommended studiously to observe in 
Composition : and tiiis is precisely the procedure which, 
in Elocution, I deprecate. 

The reason for making such a difference in these 

two cases is this : whoever (as Dr. A. Smith remarks in 

iie passage lately cited*) appears to be attending to 

his own utterance, which will almost inevitably be 

• See part ili. chap. iii. §. 4. p 24P. 
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the case with every one who is doing so, Excellence 
is sure to give offence, and to be censured in matter 
for an affected delivery ; because every one is ^Ji^^^^^g 
expected to attend exclusively to the proper afmed^tin 
object of the action he is engaged in ; which, opposite 
in this case, is the expression of the thoughts ^*^*' 
— not the sound of the expressions. Whoever therefore 
tearns, and endeavours to apply in practice, any artifi- 
cial rules of Elocution, so as deliberately to modulate 
his voice comformablyto the principles he has adopted, 
(however just they may he in themselves,) will hardly 
ever fail to betray his intention ; which always gives 
offence when perceived. Areuments, on the contrary, 
mu^ be deliberately framed. Whether any one's course 
of reasoning be sound and judicious, or not, it is neces- 
sary, and it is expected, that it should be the result of 
thought. No one, as Dr. Smith observes, is charged 
with affectation for giving his attention to the proper 
object of the action he is engaged in. As therefore the 
proper object of the Orator is to adduce convincing 
Arguments, and topics of Persuasion, there is nothing 
offensive in his appearing deliberately to aim at this 
object. He may indeed weaken the force of what is 
urged by too great an appearance of elaborate compo- 
sition, or by exciting suspicion of rhetorical trick ; but 
he is so far from being expected to pay no attention to 
the sense of what he says, that the most powerful argu- 
ment would lose much of its forces if it were supposed 
to have been thrown out casually, and at random. 
Here therefore the emplo3anent of a regular system (if 
founded on just principles) can produce no such ill 
effect as in the case of Elocution : since the habitual 
attention which that implies, to the choice and arrange- 
ment of arguments, is such as must take place, at any 
rate ; whether it be conducted on any settled principles 
or not. The only difference is, that he who proceeds 
on a correct system, will think and deliberate concerning 
the course of his Reasoning, to better purpose, than he 
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who does not : he will do i^eU and easily , what th6 
other does iU, and with more labour. Both alike must 
bestow their attention on the Matter of what they say, 
if they would produce any effect ; both are not only 
allowed, but expected to do so. 

The two opposite modes of proceeding ^therefore, 
which are recommended in respect of these two points, 
(the Argument and the Delivery,) are, in fact, both the 
result of the same circumstance ; viz. that the speaker 

expected to bestow his whole attention on the proper 
Dusiness of his speech ; which is, not the Elocution, 
but the Matter.* 

Natural § ^' When however I protest against all 

Btvie of artificial systems of Elocution, and all direct 
Elocution, attention to Dehveiy , at the time, it must not 
be supposed that a general inattention to that point is 
recommended ; or that the most perfect Elocution is to 
be attained by never thinking at all on th« subject; 
though It may safely be affirmed that even this negative 
plan would succeed far better than a studied modulation. 
But it is evident that if any one wishes to assume the 
Speaker as far as possible, i. e. to deliver a written com- 
position with some degree of the manner and effect of one 
that is extemporaneous, he will have a considerable diffi- 
culty to surmount : since though this may be called, in a 
certain sense, the Natural Manner, it is far from being 
what he will naturally, i. e. spontaneously , fall into. It 
is by no means natural for any one to read as if he were 
not reading, but speaking. And again, even when any 
one is reading what he does not wish to deliver as his 
own composition, as, for instance, a portion of the Scrip- 
tures, or the Liturgy, it is evident that this may be done 
better or worse, in infinite degrees ; and that though 
(according to the views here taken) a studied attention 

* Stvle occupies in some respects an intermediate place between 
these two ; in what degree each quality of it should or should not 
be made an object of attention at the time of compo$ingy and how fac 
the appearance of such attention is iolerated, has oeen already 
treated of in the preceding part. 
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to th^ sounds uttered, at the time of uttering them, leadf 
to an affected and offensive deUyery, yet, on the other 
hand, an utterly careless reader cannot he a good one 



Chap. II. — Artificial and Natural Methods compared 

§ 1. With a view to Perspicuity then, the ^^ 
first requisite in alTDelivery, viz. tfcat quality °*' 

which makes the meaning fully understood hy the 
hearers, the great point is that the Keader (to confine our 
attention for the present to that branch) should appear 
to understand what he reads. If the composition be, 
in itself, intelligible to the persons addressed, he will 
make them fully understand it, by so delivering it. But 
to this end, it is not enough that he should himself ac- 
tually understand it ; it is possible, notwithstanding, to 
read it as if he did not. And in like manner wiSi a 
view to the quality, which has been here called Energy, 
it is not sufficient that he should himself feel, and be 
impressed with the force of what he utters ; he may, 
notwithstanding, deliver it as if he were unimpressea. 

§ 2. The remedy that has been commonly , 
proposed for these defects, is to point out in ®" *°' 
such a work, for instance, as the Liturgy, which words 
ought to be marked as emphatic — in what places the 
voice is to be suspended, raised, lowered, &c. One of 
the best writers on the subject, Sheridan, in his Lectures 
on the art of Readin^^* (whose remarks on many points 
coincide with the prmciples here laid down, though he 
differs from me on the main question — as to the System 
to be practically followed with a view to the proposed 
object,) adopts a peculiar set of marks for denoting the 
different pauses, emphases, &c. and iapplicd these, with 

* See note, p. 356. It is to be observed, however, that most of 
the objections I have adduced do not apply to this or that system 
in particular ; to Sheridan's for instance, as distinguished from 
Walker^ ; but, to all such systems generally ; as may be seen 
from what is uiid in tho present section. 
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Kccompanjrifig explanatory observations, to the matei 
part of the Laturgy, and to an Essay subjoined;* re- 
commending that the habit should be formed of regu- 
lating the voice by his marks; and that afterwards 
readers should " write out such parts as they want to 
deliver properly, without any of the usual stops ; and, 
after having considered them well, mark the pauses and 
emphases by the new signs which have been annexed 
to them, according to the best of their judgment," '&c 

To the adoption of any such artificial scheme, there 
are three weighty objections ; first, that the proposed 
system must necessarUy be imperfed ; secondly, that if 
it were perfect, it would be a circuitous path to the ob- 
ject in view ; and thirdly, that even if both those objec- 
tions were removed, the object would not be effectually 
obtained. 

Imperfec- First, such a system must necessarilv be 
tionofthe imperfect; because, though the empnatie 
sy^te^ word in each sentence may easily be point- 
ed out in writing, no variety of marks that 
could be invented — not even musical notation — wouia 
suffice to indicate the different tones^ in which the 
different emphatic words should be pronounced ; though 
on this depends frequently the whole force, and even 
sense of the expression. Take, as an instance, the 
words of Macbeth in the witches' cave, when he is ad- 
dressed by one of the Spirits which they raise, " Mac- 
beth ! Macbeth ! Macbeth !** on which he exclaims, 
" Had I three ears Pd hear thee ;" no one would dis- 
pute that the stress is to be laid on the word " three ;'* 
and thus much mi^ht be indicated to the reader's eye ; 
but if he had nothing else to trust to, he might chance 
to deliver the passage in such a manner as to be utterly 
absurd ; for it is possible to pronounce the emphatic 
word " three,'* in such a tone as to indicate that *' since 
he has but two ears he cannot hear."* Asain, the fol- 
lowing passage, (Mark iv. 21 ,) " Is a candle brought to 
See Appendix, [M.] f See Noie^ p. 35ff 
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be put under a bushel, or under a bed," I have heard so 
pronounced as to imply that there is no other alterna- 
live ; and yet the emphasis was laid on the right words, 
.t would be nearly as hopeless a task to attempt ade- 
quately to convey, by any written marks, precise direc- 
tions as to the rate — the degree of rapidity or slowness 
— with which each sentence and clause should be de- 
livered. Longer and shorter pauses may indeed be 
easily denoted ; ^d marks may be used, similar to those 
in music, to indicate, generally ^ quick, slow, or moderate 
time ; but it is evident that the variations which actu- 
ally take place are infinite — ^far beyond what any marks 
could suggest ; and that much of the force of what is 
said depends on the degree of rapidity with which it is 
uttered ; chiefly on the relative rapidity of one part in 
comparison of another. For instance, in such a sen- 
tence as the following, in one of the Psalms, which one 
may usually hear lead at one uniform rate ; " all men 
that see it shall say. This hath Grod done ; for they shall 
perceive that it is his work ;** the four words " this 
hath God done," though monosyllables, ought to occupy 
very little less tiice in utterance than all the rest of the 
verse together. 

2dly. But were it even possible to bring circuitous- 
to the highest perfection the proposed sys- ness of the 
tem of marks) it would still be a circuitous J^^f ^^ 
road to the desired end. Suppose it could be ^* ^"** 
completely indicated to the eye, in what tone each word 
and sentence should be pronounced according to the. se- 
veral occasions, the learner might ask, " \i\iXwhy should 
this tone suit the awful — this, the pathetic — this, the 
narrative style ? wky is this mode of delivery adopted 
for a command — this, for an exhortation — this, for a 
supplication ?" &c. The only answer that could be 
given, is, that these tones, emphases, &c. are a part o< 
the language ; — that nature, or custom, which is a se- 
cond nature, suggests spontaneously these difierent 
modes of giving expression to the difierent thoughts, 
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feelings, and designs, which are present to the mind of 
any one who, without study, is speaking in earnest his 
own sentiments. Then, if this be the case, why not 
leave nature to do her own work ? Impress but the 
mind fully with the -sentiments, &c. to be uttered ; with- 
draw the attention from the sound, and iix it on the 
sense ; and nature, or habit, will spontaneously suggest 
the proper delivery. That this will be the case, is not 
only true, but is the very supposition- on which the ar- 
tificial system proceeds ; for it professes to teach the 
mode of delivery naturally adapted to each occasion. 
It is surely, therefore, a circuitous path that is proposed, 
when the learner is directed, first to consider how each 
passage ought to be read ; t, e. what mode of delivering 
each part of it would spontaneously occur to him, if he 
were attending exclusively to the matter of it ; then, to 
observe all the modulations, &c. of voice, which take 
place in such a delivery ; then, to Itote these down, by 
established marks, in writing ; and, lastly, to pronounce 
according to these marks. This seems like recommend- 
ing, for the purpose of raising the hand to the mouth, 
that he should first observe, when performing that ac- 
tion without thought of anything else, what muscles are 
eontracted — in what degrees — and in what order ; then, 
that he should note down these observations; and lastly, 
that he should, in conformity with these notes, contract 
each muscle in due de^ee, and in proper order ; to the 
end that he maybe enaoled, after all, to — ^lifthishandto 
his mouth; which by supposition, he had already done 
Such instruction is like that bestowed by Moliere's pe- 
dantic tutor upon his Bourgeois Gentilhomme, who was 
taught, to his mfinite surprise and delight, what configu- 
rations of the mouth he employed in pronouncing the 
several letters of the alphabet, which he had been ac- 
customed to utter all his life, without knowing how.* 

• «• Ov?est'ce que vou» faites quand vous prononcez ? Mtds jt 
fb'f, Of" 

An answer which, if not savoaring of Philosophioal axiajyui 
gave at least a good practu^l aoUition of the problem. "* 
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3. Lastly, waiying both the above ob- 
jections, if a person could learn thus to read Appearance 
and speak, as it were, ^«ofe, with die same. tTonr^uit. 
fluency and accnrau^ as are attainable in the ing from the 
case of singing, still the desired object of a ^^^^ ■ 
perfectly natural as well as correct £locn- 
tion, would never be in this way attained. The read- 
er's attention being fixed on his own voice* (which in 
singing, and there only, is allowed and expected,) the 
inevitable consequence would be that he would betray 
more or less his studied and artificial Delivery ; and 
would, in the same degree, manifest an offensive ^ec- 
tation. 

It should be observed, however, that, in the reading 
of the Liturgy especially, so many mss faults aie.be- 
come quite familiar to many, from what they are accus- 
tomed to hear, if not from their own pxactice^as to ren- 
der it peculiarly difficult to unlearn, or even detect them ; 
and as an aid towards the exposure of such faults, there 
maybe great advantage in studying Sheridan's observa- 
tions and directions respecting the delivery of it; pro- 
vided care be taken, in prcLctice, to keep dear of his 
faulty principle, by vnthdrawing the attention from the 
sound of the voice, as carefully as he recommends it to 
be directed to that point 

§ 3. The practical rule then to be adopt- ^^i^tarai 
ed, in conformity with the principles here manner 
maintained, is, not only to pay no studied ^^^ *^be 
attention to the voice, but studiously to ■***"" • 
withdraw the thoughts from it, and to dwell as intently 
as possible on the Sense ; trusting to nature to suggest- 
spontaneously the proper emphases and tones. 

Many persons are so far impressed with the trudi of 
the doctrme here inculcated, as to acknowledge that 
y it is a great fault for a reader to be too muck occupied 
with thoughts respecting his own voice ; and thus they 
think to steer a middle course between opposite extremes. 
But ft should be remembered that this middle course 
2] 
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entirely nullifies the whole advantage proposed hy the 
plan recommended. A reader is sure to pay toomtuh 
attention to Itis voice, not only if he pays anj^o^ o/^but 
if he does not strenuously labour to vnthdraw his at* 
tention from it altogether. 

He who not only understands fully what he is read- 
ing, but is earnestly occupying his mind with the mat- 
ter of it, will be likely to r^ as if he understood it« and 
thus to make others understand it ;* and in like manner* 
with a view to the impressiveness of the delivery, he 
who not only feels it, but is exclusively absorbed with 
that feeling, will be likely to read as if he felt it, and 
to communicate the impression to his hearers. But this 
cannot be the case if he is occupied with the thought 
of what their opinion will be of his reading, and how nis 
voice ought to he regulated ; if, in short, he is thinking 
of himseffy and, of course, in the szme degree, abstract- 
ing his attention from that which ought to occupy it 
exclusively. 

[t is not, indeed, desirable, that in reading the Bible^ 
for example, or any thiujg which is not intended to ap- 
pear as ms own composition, he should deliver what 
are avowedly, another's sentiments, in tixe same style, 
as if they were such as arose in his own mind ; but it 
is desirable that he should deliver them as if he were 
reporting another's sentiments, which were both fully 
understood, and felt in all their force by the reporter 

* Who, for ixuttncei that was really ihbnktn^ of a resurrection 
from the dead, wovld ever tell any one that our Lord " rose agt^ 
from the dead ;<* (which is so common a mode of reading the creed,) 
' as if he had done ao more than once 1 

It is to be observed, however, that it is not enough for a readei 
to have his mind fixed on the subject ; without regard to the oeem 
Hen, kc. It is possible to read a prayer well, with the tone and 
manner of a man who is not vraying, i. e. addressing the Deity, tmt 
addressing the audience, ana recittng a form of words for their in 
strttction : and such is generally the case with those who are ooiA* 
mended as *' fine readers » of the Liturgy. Szteanporaneous prayen 
again are generally delivered, with spirit indeed, but (after the few 
first sentences) not as prayers, but afl exhortations to the xongt* 
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and the only way to do this effectually — with such 
modulations of Toice, &c. as are suitable to each word 
and uassage, is to fix. his mind earnestly on the meanings 
and leave nature and habit to suggest the utterance. 
§ 4. Some may, perhaps, suppose that this Difficui. 
amounts to the same thing as taking no pains ties in th« 
§t all ; and if with this impression, they at- natural 
tempt to try the experiment of a natural "*"*'*®' 
Delivery, their ill-success will probably lead them to 
eensure ^e proposed method, for the failure resulting 
from their own mistake. In truth, it is by no means a 
very easy task, to fix the attention on the meaning, in 
the manner and to the 4^ee now proposed. The 
thoughts of one who is reading anything very familiar 
to him, are apt to wander to otner subjects, though per- 
haps such as are connected with that which is before 
him ; if, again, it be something new to him, he is apt 
(not indeed to wander to another subject, but) to get the 
start, as it were, of his readers, and to be thinkii:^, 
.while uttering each sentence, not of that, but of the sen- 
tence which comes next And in both cases, if he is 
careful to avoid those faults, and is desirous of reading 
well, it is a matter of no small difficultjr, and calls fat 
a constant effort to prevent the mind from wandering 
in another direction ; viz. into thoughts respecting his 
own voice —respecting the effect produced by each sound 
— the approbation he hopes for from the hearers, &c. 
And this is the prevailing fault of those who are com- 
monly said to take great pains in their reading ; pains 
which will always be taken in vain with a view to the 
true object to be aimed at, as lone^ as the effort is thus 
applied in a wrong direction. With a view, indeed, to 
a very different object, the approbation bestowed on the 
reading, this artificial delivery will often be more suc- 
cessful than the natural. Pompous spouting, and many 
other descriptions of unnatural tone and measured ca- 
dence, are frequently admired by many as excellent 
reading; which admiraion is itself a proof that it is 
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not deserved ; for when the delivery is really good, the 
hearers (except any one who may deliberately set him- 
self to observe and criticise) never think about it, but 
are exclusively occupied with the sense it conveys, and 
ti^e feelings it excites. 

Advantages ^^^ ™®^® ^^ increase the difficulty of the 
of imitation method here recommended, (for it is no less 

er 

tion 



reciuded ^jg^ than honest to take a fair view of diffi 



a of the culties,) this circumstance is to be noticed, 
natural that he who is endeavouring to bring it into 
manner. practice, is in a great degree precluded from 
the advantage of imitation. A person who hears and 
approves a good reader injhe Natural manner, may, 
indeed, so far imitate him with advantage, as to adopt 
his plan, oi fixing his attention on the matter, and not 
thinking about his voice ; but this very plan, evidently, 
by its nature, precludes any further imitation ; for if 
while reading, he is thinking of copying the manner of 
his model, he will, for that very reason, be unlike tha, 
model ; the main principle of the proposed method be- 
ing, carefully 'to exclude every such thought. Whereas 
any artificial system may as easily be learned by imita- 
tion as the notes of a song. 

Advantages Practice, also (i. e. private practice for the 
of pracUce sake of learning) is much more difficult in 
E^S!'*fd^ the proposed method ; because, the rule be- 
tion of thr ing, to use such a delivery as is suited, not 
natural only to the matter of what is said, but*also, 
manner. ^j course, to the ^ce and occasion, and this, 
not by any studied modulations, but according to the 
spontaneous suggestions of the matter, place, and occa- 
sion, to one whose mind is fully and exclusively occu- 
pied with these, it follows, that he who would practise 
this method in private, must, by a strong eflbrt of a 
vivid imagination, figure to himself a place and an oc« 
casion wmch are not present ; otherwise, he will eithei 
be thinking of his delivery i (which is fatal to his pro- 
posed object,) or else will ise a delivery suited to the 
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sitnation In which he actually is, and not, to -that for 
which he would prepare himself. Any system, on the 
contrary, of studied emphasis and regulation of the 
Yoice, may be- learned in private practice as easily as 
singing. 



Chap. III. — Considerations arising from the differences 
between Reading and Speaking. 

§ 1. Some additional objections to the method I have 
recommended, and some further remarks on the counter- 
balancing advantages of it will be introduced presently, 
when I shall have first offered some observations on 
Speaking, and on that branch of Heading which the 
most nearly approaches to it. 

When any one delivers a written composition, o^ 
which he is, or is supposed to profess himself, the au- 
thor, he has peculiar difficulties to encounter,* if his 

* It must be admitted, however, that to the members of our 
Church) the difficulty of reading the Liturgy with spirit, and even 
with propriety, is something peculiar, on account of (what has 
been already remarked) the inveterate and long-established faults 
to which almost every one's ears are become familiar ; so that such 
a delivery as would shock any one of even moderate taste, in any 
other composition, he will, in this, be likely to tolerate, and to 
practise. Some, e. g. in the Liturgy, read, " have mercy vpon us, 
miserable sinners ;" and others, " have mercy upon ut, miserable 
sinners ;" both, laying the stress on a wrong word, and making 
the pause in the wrong place, so as to disconnect " us " and " mis* 
erable sinners \" which the context requires us to combine. Every 
one, in expressing his own natural sentiments, would say *' have 
mercy upon us-miserable-sinners.*' 

Many are apt even to commit so gross an error, as to lay the 
chief stress on the words which denote the mott important thxnge ; 
without any consideration oi the emphatic word of each sentence : 
e. f . in the Absolution, many read, '< let us beseech Him to grant 
us irus repentance;'" because, forsooth, ''true repentance ** is an 
important thing \ not considering that, as it has been Just mentioned, 
it is not the ntw idea, and that to which the attention should be 
directed by the emphasis ; the sense being, that since Ood par. 
doneth all that have true repentance, therefore, we should " beseech 
Him to grant it to im." 

la addition to the other difficulties of reading the Litoxgy well, it 
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object be to approach as nearly as possible to tne extern* 
poraneous style. It is indeed impossible to produce the 
fuU effect of that style, while the audience are aware 
that the words he utters are before him : but he may 
approach indefinitely near to such an efiect ; and in pro* 
portion as he succeeds in this object, the impression 
Compara- Produced will be the greater. It bias been 
Ut« advan- already remarked, how easy it is for the 
tages of hearers to keep up thek attention— indeed, 
JSemSortl. liow difficult for them to withdraw it— when 
'ry ad^8- they are addressed by one who is really 
^^^' speaking to them in a natural and earnest 

manner ; though perhaps the discourse may be incum- 
bered with a good deal of the repetition, awkwardness 
of expression, and other faults, incident to extempora- 
neous language; and though it be prolonged for an 
hour or two, and yet contain no more matter than a good 
writer could have clearly expressed in a discourse of 
half an hour ; which last, if read to them, would not, 
without some effort on their part, have so fully detained 
their attention. The advantage in point of style, ar- 
rangement, &c. of written, over extemporaneous, dis- 
courses, (such at least as any but the most accomplish- 
ed orators can produce,) is sufficiently evident :* and it 

should be mentioned, that prayer, thanksgiving, and the like, even 
when avowedly not of our own composition, should be delivered 
as (what in truth they ought to be) the genuine sentiments of our 
own minds at the moment of utterance ; which is not the case with 
the Scriptures, or with any thing else that is read not professing 
to be the speaker's own comp9aition. 

* Practice in public speaking generally— practice in speaking oa 
the particular subject in hand — and (on each occasion) premedita- 
tion of the matter and arrangement, are all, ciroumstancea of great 
oonsequence to a speaker. 

Nothing but a mCraeulous gift can supersede these advantages 
The Apostles accordingly were forbidden to u«e am prefMditationt 
being assured that it " should be given them, in that same hour, 
what they should say j" and, when they found, in effect, this 
promise fulfilled to them, they had experience, within themselres, 
of a sensible miracle. This circumstance may furnish a person of 
sincerity with a useful test for distinguishing (in his own case) the 
emotions of a fervid imagination, from -actual inspiration. It is 
evident that an intpirti preacher can have nothing to gaiAfroni 
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js eridftnt also that other adirantages, such as have been 
just allnded to belong to the latter. Which is to be 
preferred on each occasion, and by each orator, it does 
not bdong to Ibe present discussion to inquire ; but it 
's evidentl]^ of the highest importance, to combine, as 
far as possible, in each case, the advantages of both. 

A perfect familiarity with the rules laid down in the 
First Part of this Treatise, would be likely, it is hoped, 
to give the extemporaneous orator that habit ot quickly 
methodizing his thoughts on a given subject, which is 
essential (at least where no very long premeditation is 
allowed) to give to a speech something of the weight of 
ar]^ment, and clearness of arrangement, which charac- 
terize good Writing.* In order to attain the correspond- 
ing advantage — to impart to the delivery of a written 
discourse, something of the vivacity and interesting ef* 
feet of real, earnest, speakings the plan to be pursued, 
conformably with the principles I have been maintain- 
ing, is, for the reader to draw off his mind as much as 
possible from the thought that he is reading, as well as 
from all thought respecting his own utterance ; — to fijt 
his mind as earnestly as possible on the matter, and to 
strive to adopt as his ovm,9ndBshi3 0wn(athemom£nt * 
of utterance, every sentiment he delivers ; — and to say 
it to the audience, in the manner which the occasion 
and subject spontaneously suggest to him who has ab- 
stracted his mind both from aU consideration of himself, 
and from the consideration that he is reading. 

practice, or «tadv of any kind : he, therefore, who finds himself 
improve by practice, either in Argument, Style, or Deliven^— or 
who obMrves that he speaks mora fluently and better, on subjects 
on which he has been oeciM/omedto speak— or better with premtdi' 
tation, than on a sudden, may indeed deceive his hearers by a pre 
tence to inspiration, but can hardly deceive himself. 

* Accoidingly, it may be remarked, that, (contrary to what 
might at first sight be supposed,) though the preceding parts, a« 
weU as the present, are intended for general application, yet it is 
to the eaBtemp&rary speaker that the rules laid dowp in the former 
^ort (supposing them correct) will be the most peculiarly useful 
while the suggestions offered in this last, respecting Elocution, art 
more e^>eciany designed for the use of the reader 
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Most men § ^' '^^ advantage of this Naturax 
«peak well Man^er, (t. e. the manner which one natU' 

^coSm ° ^^y ^^^ ^^^^ ^^^ ^^ ^^^^y ^Pf^'f^S* in 
earnest, and with a mind exclusively intent 

on what he has to say,) may he estimated from this 
consideration ; that there are few who do not s]^ak so 
as td ^iye effect to what they are sa3ang. Some, indeed, 
do this much better than others : — ^some have, in ordi- 
nary conversation, an indistinct or incorrect pronuncia- 
tion — an embarrassed and hesitating uUeiance, or ahad 
choice of words : but hardly any one fails to deliver 
(when speaking earnestly) what he does say, so as to 
convey tne sense and the force of it, much more com- 
pletely than even a good reader would, if those same 
words were written down and read. The latter might, 
indeed, be more approved; but that is not the present 
question ; which is, concerning the tm|>ress2on.m$de on 
the hearer's minds. It is not the polish of the blade* 
that is to be considered, or the grace with which it is 
brandished, but the keenness of the Qdge, and the weight 
of the stroke. 

. There is, indeed, a wide difference between different 
> men, in lespect of the degrees of impressiveness with 
which, in earnest conversation, they deliver their 
sentiments; but it may safdy be laid down, that he 
who delivers a written composition with the same 
degree of spirit and energy with which he would natu- 
rally speak on the same subject, has attained, not indeed, 
necessarily, absolute perfection, but the utmost excel- 
lence attainable by him. Any attempt to outdo his 
own Natural manner, will inevitably lead to something 
worse than failure. 

On the contrary, it can hardly be denied that the 
elocution of most readers, even when ddivering their 
own compositions, is such as to convey the notion, at 
the very best, not that the preacher is expressing his 
own reod sentiments, but that he is making known to 
his av4ience what is written in the book before him 
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and, whether the composition is professedly the reader's 
own, or not, the ususd mode of deliv^, mouffh ffrave 
and decent, is so remote from the energetic style of real 
Natural Speech, as to furnish, if one may so speak, a 
kind of running comment on all that is uttered, which 
says, " I do not mean, think, or feel, all this ; I only 
mean to recite it with propriety and decorum :'^ and 
what is usually called fine Keading, only superadds to 
this, (as has heen ahoye remarked,) a kind of admoni- 
tion to the hearers, that ih$y ought to helieve, to feel, 
and to admire, what is read. 

§ 3. It is easy to anticipate an objection 
which many will urge against, what they JJatJi^not 
will call, a colloquial style of deliYery ; viz. to be coa 
that it is indecorous, and unsuitable to the ^^"^jf^ 
solemnity of a serious, and especially, of femiliar! 
a religious discourse. The objection is 
found^ on a mistake. Those who urge it, derive all 
their notions of a Natural Delivery from two, irrelevant* 
instances; that of ordinary, conversation, the usual 
subjects of which, and consequently its usual tone, are 
comparatively lignt ; — anu, that of tne coarse and extra- 
vagant rant of vulgar fanatical preachers. But to 
conclude that the objections against either of these 
styles, woi^d apply to the Natural delivery of a man 
of sense and taste, peaking earnestly, on a serious 
subject, and on a solemn occasion— or that he would 
naturally adopt, and is here advised to adopt, such a 
style as those objected to, is no less absurd than, if any 
one, being recommended to walk in a natural and 
unstudied manner, rather than in a dancing step, (to 
employ Dr. A. Smith's illustration,) or a formal march, 
should infer that the natural gait of a clown following 
the plough, or of a child in its gambols, were proposed 
as models to bo. imitated in walking, across a room 
Should any one, on being told that both tragic-acting 
and comic-acting ou^ht to be a natural representation 
of man, interpret this to mean, that Tragedy ought to 
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be performed exactly like Comedy, he would be thovghl 
very absard, if he were sapposed to be speaking sen* 
ously. It is evident, that what is naturci in one case, 
or for one person, may be, in a difieient one, very 
unnatural. It would not be by any means natural to 
an educated and sober-minded man, to speak hke an 
Illiterate enthusiast; or to discourse on' the most 
important matters in the tone of familiar conversation 
respecting: the trifling occurrences of the day. Any one 
who does but notice the style in which a man of ability* 
and of ^ood choice of words, and utterance, delivers 
his sentiments in pntMife, when he is, for instance, 
earnestly and seriousl^r admonishinff a friend— defend- 
ing the truths of reUffion — or spec3:ing on any other 
grave subject on which he is intent, may easily observe 
how different hid tone is from that of light and familiar 
conversation — ^how far from deficient in the decent 
seriousness which befits the case. Even a stranger 
to the language might guess that he was not engaged 
on any mvolous topic. And when an opportunity 
occurs of observing how he delivws a written discourse, 
of his own composition, on perhaps the very same, or a 
similar subject, one may generally perceive how com- 
paratively stiff, languid, and unimpressive is the effect. 
Natural '^ ^^'^Y ^^ ^^^> indeed, that a sermon 

manner ii should not be delivered before a conpega- 
?^?*!?f*?l^ tioii assembled in a place of worship, m the 

dated to the ^ , * ij i • 

place, snb- same Style as one would employ m convers- 
ject and oc- ing across a table, with equal seriousness on 
casion. ^jjg g^yjjg subject. This is undoubtedly true t 
and it is evident that it has been trnptied in what has 
here been said; the Natural-manner having been de- 
scribed as accommodated, not only to the subject, but to 
the place, occasion, and all other circumstances ; so that 
he who should preach exactly as if he were speaking 
in private, though with the utmost earnestness, on the 
same subject, would, so far, be departing from the 
genuine Natuial-manner. But it may be ssSely assert* 
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fldtthat even t/its would be far the less fault of the two. 
He who appears unmindfol, indeed, of the place and 
occasion, but deeply impressed with the fubject, and 
utterly forgetful of himselfy would produce a much 
stronger effect than one, who, going into the opposite 
extreme, is, indeed, mindful of the place and the occa- 
sion, but not fully occupied with the subject, (though 
he may strive to appear so ;) being partly engaged m 
thoughts respecting his own voice. The latter would, 
indeed, be the less likely to incur censure ; but the other 
would produce the deeper impression. 

The* object, however, to be aimed at, (and it is not 
unattainable,) is to avoid both faults ; — ^to keep the mind 
impressed both with the matter spoken, and with all the 
drcumstanoes also of each case ; so that the voice may 
s{>ontaneon8ly accommodate itself to aZ/; carefully 
avoiding ail studied modulations, and, in short, au 
thoughts of sdf; which, in proportion as they intrude; 
will not fail to diminish the effect. 

& 4. It must be admitted, indeed, that the a f^mjuj^, 
dirorent kinds of Natural delivery of any delivery 
one individual on different subjects and oc-' °?J5^**" 
casions, various as they are, do yet bear a ^^^^^' 
much greater resemblance to each other, than 
any of tiiem does to the Artificial-style usually employ- 
ed in reading ; a proof of which is, that a person fami- 
liarly acquainted with the speaker, will seldom fail to 
recognise his voice, amidst all the variations of it, when 
he is speaking naturally and earnestly; though it will 
often happen that, if he have never before heard him 
read, he wiU be at a loss, when he happens accidentallj 
to hear without seeing him, to know who it is that is 
reading ; so widely does the artificial cadence and in- 
tonation difier in many points from the natural. And 
a consequence of this is, that the Natural-manner, how- 
ever perfect — however exactly accommodated to the 
subject, place, and occasion — ^wiU, even when these are 
the most solemn, in some degree remind the hearers of 
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the tone of conversauon. Amidst all the differences 
that will exist, this one point of resemblance — that of 
the delivery being unforced and unstadied — ^will be 
likely, in some degree, to strike them. Those who are 

food judges will perceive at once, and the rest, after 
eing a little accustomed to the Natural-manner, tha* 
there is not necessarily any thing irreverent or indeco* 
rous in it ; but that, on the contrary, it conveys the idea 
of the speaker's being deeply impressed with that which 
is his proper business. But, for a time, many will be 
disposed to find fault with such a kind of elocution ; 
and, in particular, to complain of its indicating a want 
of respect for the audience. Yet even while this dis- 
advantage continues, a preacher of this kind may be 
assured that the doctrine he delivers is much more for- 
cibly impressed, even on those who censure his style 
of delivering^it, than it could be in the other way 

A discourse delivered in this style has been knows 
to elicit the remark, from one of the lower orders, who 
had never been accustomed to any thing of the kind, 
that " it was an excellent sermon, and it was great pity 
it had not been preached,'" a censure which ought to 
have been very satisfactory to the preacher : luid he 
employed a pompous spout, or modulated whine, it is 
proDable such an auditor would have admired his p-each' 
ing, but would have known and thought little or noth- 
ing about the matter of what was taught 

Which of the two objects ought to be preferred by a 
Christian Minister, on Christian principles, is a question, 
not indeed hard to decide, but foreign to the present dis- 
cussion. It is important, however, to remark, that an 
Orator is bound, as such, not merely on moral, but (if 
such an expression may be used) on rhetorical princi- 
ples, to be mainly, and indeed exclusively, intent on 
carrying his point; not, on gaining approbation, or 
even avoiding censure, except with a view to that point. 
He should, as it were, adopt as a motto, the rejply of 
Themistocles to the Spartan commander, Eurybiades, 
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who lifted his stafiF to chastise the earnestness with 
which his own opinion was controverted ; " Strike, hut 
hear me." 

I would not, indeed, undertake to maintain (like 
Quinctilian) that no one can be an Orator who is not a 
virtuous man.; but there certainly is a kind of moral 
excellence implied in that renunciation of all effort after 
display — in that forgetfulness of self — which is abso- 
lutely necessary, both in the manner of writing, and in 
the delivery, to give the full force to what is said. 

§ 6. Besides the inconvenience just mentioned — the 
censure, which the proposed style of elocution will be 
liable to, from perhaps the majority of hearers, till 
they shall have become somewhat accustomed to it — 
this circumstance also ought to be mentioned, as what 
many, perhaps, would reckon (or at least feel) to be 
one of the disadvantages of it; that, after Natural 
all, even when no disapprobation is incurred, manner not 
no praise will be bestowed, (except by ob- P""*«<^- 
servant critics,) on a truly Natural delivery; on the 
contrary, the more perfect it is, the more will it with- 
draw, from itself, to the arguments and sentiments de- 
livered, the attention of all but those who are studiously 
directing their view to the mode of utterance, with a 
design to criticise or to learn. The credit, on the contra- 
ry, of having a very fine elocution, is to be obtained at 
the expense of a very moderate share of p^s ; though 
at the expense also, inevitably, of much of the force of 
what is said. 

§6. One inconvenience,ivhich will at first 
be experienced by a person who, after hav- Jjjg fefton 
ins: l>een long accustomed to the Artificial first adop- 
delivery, begins to adopt the Natural, is, that ^9 ^ 
he wiU be likely suddenly to feel an embar- maimer, 
rassed bashful, and, as it is frequently called, 
nervous sensation, to which he had before been com- 
paratively a strauiger. He will find himself in a new 
situation— standing before his audience in a different 
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character — stripped, as it were, of the sheltering veil of 
. a conventional and artificial deUvery; — ^in shott, delir- 
eriag to them his thoughts, as one man speaking to 
other men ; not, as be&te, merely reading in public 
And he will feel that he attracts a mach greater share 
of their attention, not only by the novelty of a manner 
to which most congregations are little accustomed, but 
also, (even supposing them to have been accustomed to 
extemporary discourses,) from their perceiving them- 
selves to be pa'sonally addressed, and feeline that he is 
not merely reciting something before them, but saying 
it'to them. The speaker and the hearers will thus be 
brousrht into a new and closer relation to each other: 
and the increased interest thus excited ia the audience, 
will cause the Speaker to feel himself in a different sit- 
uation — in one which is a greater trial of his confidence, 
and which renders it more difficult than before to with- 
draw his attention from himself. It is hardly necessary 
to observe that this very change of feelings experienced 
by the speaker, ought to convince him the more, if the 
causes of it (to which I have just alluded) be attentively 
considered, how much greater impression this manner 
is likely to produce. As he will be likely to feel much 
of the bashf ulness which a really extemporary speaker 
has to struggle against, so he may produce much of a 
similar efifect 

After all, however, the effect will never be completely 
the same. A composition delivered from writing, and 
one actually extemporaneous, will always produce feel- 
ings, both m the hearer and the Speaker, considerably 
diferent; even on the supposition of their being word 
for word the same, and delivered so exactly in the same 
tone, that by the ear alone no difference could be de- 
tected : still the audience wiU be differently affected ac- 
cording to their knowledge that the words uttered, are, 
or are not, written down and before the speaker's eyes 
And the consciousness of this will produce a correspond- 
ing effect on the mind of the speaker. For were this 
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not 80, any one imho, on any sabj^t, ean speak (as 
many can) fluently and correctly in private conversa* 
tion, would find no greater difficulty in saying the came 
things before a large congregation, than in reading to 
them a written discourse. 

§ 7. And here it may be worth while Enquiry 
briefly to inquire into the causes of that re- respectii 
markable phenomenon, as it may justly be ^^ ^^^^ . 
accounted, that a person who is able with fa- addressing^ 
dhty to express his sentiments in private to a la^^e au- 
a friend, in such language, and m such a ^^^^ 
manner, as would be perfectly suitable to a certain au- 
dience, yet finds it extremely difficult to address to that 
audience the very same words, in the same manner ; 
and is, in many instances, either completely struck 
dumb, or greatly embarrassed, when he attempts it 
Most persons are so famdiat with the fact, as hardly 
to have ever considered that it requires explanation : but 
attentive consideration shows it to be a very curious, as 
weU as important one ; and of which no explanation, 
as far as I know, has been attempted. It cannot be from 
' any superior deference which the speaker thinks it right 
to feel for the judgment of the hearers ; for it will onen 
happen that the single friend, to whom he isable to speak 
fluently, shall be one whose good opinion he more val- 
ues, and to whose wisdom he is more disposed to look 
up, than of all the others together. The speaker may 
even feel that he himself has a decided and acknowledged 
superiority over everyone of the audience ; and that he 
should not be the least abashed in addressing any two or 
three of them, separately : yet still all of tnem, collec- 
tively, will often inspire him with a kind of dr^id. 

Closely aUied in its causes with the phe- p . . 
nomenon I am considering, is that other excifement 
curious fact, that the very same sentiments, produced 
expressed in the same manner, will often SidiSf e. 
have a far more powerful effect on a large 
audience, than they woidcl have .on any one or two f-l 
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these verv persoas separately. TliBt is in a great degree 
trae of all men, which was said of the Athenians, that 
tbef were like sheep, of which a flock is more easily 
driven than a single one. 

Different Another remarkable circumstance, con- 

Ungaage nected with the foregoing, is the difference in 



accoSSng f^spect of the s^le which is suitable, respect- 
to the num* iveiy in addressing a multitude, and two or 
ber ad- three eyen of the same persons. A much 

**® • bolder, as well as less accurate, kind of lan- 
guage is both allowable and advisable, in speaking. to a 
considerable number ; as Aristotle has remarked,"* in 
speaking of the Graphic and Agonistic styles — the 
former suited to the closet, the latter, to pubhc speak- 
ing before a large assembly. And he ingeniously com- 
pares them to the different styles of painting ; the greater 
the crowd, he says, the more distant is %e view ; so 
that in scene-painting, for instance, coarser and boldet 
touches are required, and the nice finish, which would 
delight a close spectator, would be lost. He does not, 
however, account for the phenomena in question. 

i^S, The solution of them wiii oe founa 

nomelia^ ^Y attention to a very curious and ccunplex 

referred to play of sympathies which takes place m a 

pl?h^.*^"* larg® assembly ; and, (within certain limits,) 

the more, in . proportion to its numbers. 

First, it is to he observed that we are disposed to 
syinpathize with any emotion which we believe to ex- 
ist in the mind of any one present; and hence, if we 
are at the same time otherwise disposed to feel that 
emotion, such disposition is in consequence heightened. 
In the next place, we not only ourselves feel this ten- 
dency, but we are sensible that others do the same ; 
and thus, we sympathize not omly with the other emo- 
tions of the rest, but also, with their sympathy towards 
us. Any emotion accordingly which we feel, is still 
further neightened by the knowledge that there are 
« JUel»nV:,!bookiii « 



Chap, ffl § 8.] OF ELOCUTION • 2gl 

others present who n«t only feel the same, but ^el it 
the more strongly in consequence of their sympathy 
with ourselves. Lastly, we are sensible that those 
around us sympathize not only with ourselv<ss, but with 
each other also 4 and as we enter into tk» heightened 
feeling of theirs likewise, the stimulus to our own minds 
is thereby still further increased. 

The case of the Ludicrous affords the most mustration 
obvious illustration of these princi^s, from from the 
the circumstance that the effects produced JJJtjjjJuJ*® 
are so open and palpable. " If any thing of 
this nature occurs, you are disposed, by the character 
of the thing itself, to laugh : but much more if any one 
else is known to be present whom you think Ukely 
to be diverted with it ; even though tliat other should 
not know of you presence ; but much more still, if he 
does know it ; because yoa are tnen aware that sym- 
pathy with your emotion heightens his : and most of 
all will the disposition to laugh be increased, if many 
are present ; because each is then aware that they au 
sympathize with each other, as well as with himself. 
It is hardly necessary to ment'on the exact correspond- 
ence of the fact with the above explanation- So im- 
portant, in this case, is the operation ot the causes here 
noticed, that hardly any one ever laughs .when he is 
quite alone : or if he does, he will find on consideration 
fliat it is from a coriception of sortie compaiuon whom 
he thinks likely to have been amused, had he been 
present, and to whom he thinKs of descnbing, or re- 
peating, what had diverted himself Indeed, in other 
cases, as well as the one just instanced, almost every 
one is aware of the infectious nature of any emotion 
excited in a large assembly. It may be compared to the 
increase of sound by a number oi echoes, or of light, 
by a number of mirrors ; or to the blaze of a heap of 
firebrands, each of which would speedily \iavegone out 
if kindled separately, but which, when thrown together, 
help to kindle each other. 
22 
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The applicalion of what has been said, to the i 
before us, is sufficiently obvious. In addressing a larg» 
assembly, you know that each of them sympathizes 
both with your own anxiety to acquit yourself weU, 
and also with the same f eeline in the minds of the rest 
You kfiow also, that eyeiy sup you may be guilty oi 
that may tend to excite ridicule, pity, disgust, £cc. makef 
the strongs impression on each of the hearers, from 
their mutual sympathy, and their consciousness of it 
This augments youi anxiety. Next, you know that 
each hearer, putting himself mentally, in the speaker's 
place,* sympathizes with this augmented anxiety: 
which is by this thought increased still further. And 
if you become at all embarrassed, the knowledge thaJt 
there are so many to sympathize, not only with that 
embarrassment, but also with each other's feelings on the 
perception of it, heightens your confusion to the utmost 

The same causes will account for a skilful orator's 
being able to rouse so much mc»*e easily, and more 
powerfully the passions of a multitude ; they inflame 
each other by mutual symfjathy, and mutual conscious- 
ness of it. And hence it is that a bolder kind of 
language is suitable to such an audience ; a passage 
which, in the closet, might, just at theiirst glance, tend , 
to excite awe, compassion, indignation, or any other 
such emotion^ but which would, on a moment's cod 
reflection, appear extiavagant, may be very, suitable 
for the AgonisRc style ; because, before that moment's 
flection could take place in each hearer's mind, he 
would be aware that every one around him S3rmpathized 
m that first emotion whicn would thus become so much 
Heightened as to preclude, in a great degree, the ingress 
of any counteracting sentiment 

If one could suppose such a case as that of a speaker, 
(himself aware of the circumstance,) addressing a multi- 

* Httnce it is that tihy persons are, as is matter of commoo remark* 
fhe more distressed by this inflrmity when in company with thiM* 
who are sal^t to the same.. 
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tilde, eaeh of whom believed himself to be the 9oU 
hearer, it is probable that little or no embarrassment 
would be felt, and a much more sober, csdm, and 
finished s^le of language would be adopted. 

§ 9. The impossibiSty of bringing the 
deuyery of a written composition completely Viththeex. 
to a level with a real extemporary spring, {emponuM- 
(though, as has been said, it may approach JJ^J^?.® 
indefinitely near to such an efiect,) is ex- mounting 
plained on the same principle. Besides that ^j^' 
the audience are more sure that the thoughts ^ ^ 
they hear expressed, are the genuine emanation of the 
speaker's mind at the moment,* their attention smd 
interest are the more excited by their sympathy with 
one whom they perceive to be carried f orwam solely by 
his own unaided and unremitted effiAts, without leaving 
any book to refer to ; they view him as a swimmer 
supported by his own constant exertions; and in every 
such case, if the feat be well accomplished, the sur- 
mounting of the difficulty afioids great gratification ; 
especially to those who are conscious that th^ could 
not do the same. And one proof, that part of the 
pleasure convey^ does arise from this source, is, that 
as the spectators of an exhibition of supposed unusual 
skill in swimming, would instantly withdraw most of 
their interest and admiration, if they perceived that the 
performer was supported by corks, or Uie like ; so would 
the feelings alter of the hearers of a supposed extempo- 
raneous discourse, as soon as they should perceive, or 
even suspect, that the orator luyd it written down 
Defore him 

§ 10. The way in which the respective 
mconveniences of both kinds of discourses j^^^ 
may best be avoided, is evident from what 

* It is not meant by this that an extemporary tptaktr necessarilj 
C0nmo«ti (in respect of his matter) extempore, or that ha professes 
to oo 80 • but only, that if he framea each sentence at the moment, 
he must, at that moment, have the sentiment which is expressed 
tn it strongly present to his mind. 
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has been already said.' Let both the extemporary 
Speaker, and the deader of his own compositions, study 
to avoid, as far as possible, ail thoughts of sdf, earnestly 
fixii!^ ]he mind on the matter of what is delivered ; and 
the one will feel the less of that embarrassment which 
arises from the thought of what opinion the hearers wiU 
form of him ; while the other will appear to be speaking, 
because he actually fjoill he speaking, the sentiments, not 
indeed whi^^h at that time first arise in his own mind, but 
which are then really present to, and occupy his mind 



Chap. IV. — Practical deductions from the foregoing 
views. 

Original § 1 • One of the consequences of the adop- 

Composi- tion of the mode of elocution here recom^ 
bie*to*ttJr naended, is, that he who endeavours to em- 
natnrai de- ploy it will find a growing reluctance to the 
livery delivery, as his own, of any but his own 
compositions. Conclusions, indeed, and arguments he 
may freely borrow ; but he will be led to compose hia 
own discourses, from finding that he cannot deliver 
those of another to his own satisfaction, without labo- 
riously studying them, as an actor does his part, so as 
to nuike them, in some measure, his own. And with 
• this view, he will generally find it advisable to intro- 
duce many alterations in the expression, not with any 
thought of improving the style, absolutely, but only with 
a view to his ovm delivery And indeed, even his own 
previous compositions, he will be led to alter, almost aA 
much, in point of expression, in order to accommodate 
them to the Natural manner of delivery. Much that 
would please in the closet — much of the Chraphdc style 
described by Aristotle, will be laid aside for the Agon- 
istic { — for a style somewhat more blunt and homely- 
more simple, and, apparently unstudied in its structure, 
and, at the same time, more daringly energetic. And 



flhiAP. IV. § 1.] OF ELOCUTION. 285 

If ag^n he is desirous of fifting his discourses for the 
press, he will find it expedient to reverse this process, 
and alter the style afresh. In many instances accord- 
ingly, the perusal of a manuscript sermon would afford, 
from the observation of its style, a tolerably good ground 
of conjecture as to the author's customary elocution. 
For instance,' a rapid elocution suits the more full, and 
a slow one, the more concise style ; and great varia- 
tions in the degree oi rapiditjr of delivery are suited to 
the corresponding variations in the style. 

A mere sermon-reader, on the contrary, will avoid 
this inconvenience, and this labour ; he will be able to 
deliver another's discourses nearly as well as his own ; 
and may send his own to the press, without the neces- 
sity of any great preparation: but he will purchase 
these advantages at the expense of more than half the 
force which might have been given to the sentiments 
uttered. And he will have no right to complain that 
his discourses, though replete perhaps with good sense, 
learning, and eloquence, are received with languid apa- 
thy, or that many are seduced from their attendance on 
his teaching, by the vapid rant of an illiterate fanatic. 
Much of these evils must indeed be expected, after alJ, 
to remain : but he does not give himself a fair chance 
for diminishing them, unlesslie does justice to his own 
arguments, instructions, and exhortations, by speakin'> 
them, in the only effectual way, to the hearts of his 
hearers ; that is, as uttered naturally /rom his own. 

1 have seen, somewhere, an anecdote of some cele- 
brated actor being asked by a divine, " How is it thai 
people listen witn so much emotion to what you say, 
which they know to be all fictitious, besides that it 
would be no concern of their's, even if true ; while they 
hear with comparative apathy, from us, truths, the most 
sublime, and the most important to them ?" The an- 
swer was, " Because we deliver fiction like truth, and 
you deliver truth like fiction." 

The principles here laid down may help to explain a 
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remarkable fact wliich is usually attributed 
S^Tac-^ to other than the true causes. The power- 
counted for. ful effects often produced by some fanatical 

preachers, not superior in pious and sincere 
zeal, and inferior in learning, in sood sense, and in taste, 
to men who are listened to with comparatiTe apathy, 
axe frequently considered as a proof of superior el<h 
qtJLence; though an eloquence tarnished by barbarism* 
and extraYagant mannerism. Now may not such effects 
result, not from any superior powers in the preacher* 
but merely from the intrinsic beauty and sublimity, and 
the measureless importance of the subject ? But why 
then, it may be replied* does not the other preacher* 
whose subject is the very same, produce the same ef- 
fect ? The answer is, because he is but half -attended 
to. The ordinary measured cadence of reading, is not 
only in itself dull, but is what men aiefamilmrly ac- 
customed to : religion itself also, is a subject sofamUiar^ 
in a certQ^tn sense, (familiar, that is, to the ear^) as to 
be trite, ^en to those who knoto and thdnk little dM>ut 
it Let but the attention be thoroughly roused, and in- 
tently fixed on such a stupendous subject, and that sub- 
ject itself will produce the most overpowering emotion. 
And not only unaffected earnestness of manner, but, 
perhaps, even still more, any uncouth oddity, and even 
ridiculous extravagance, will, by the stimulusof novdty, 
have the effect of thus rousing the hearers from their 
ordinary lethargy. So that a preacher of little or no 
real eloquence, will sometimes, on such a subject, pro- 
duce the effects of the greatest eloquence, by merely 
forcing the hearers (often, even by the excessively glar- 
iag faults of his style and delivery) to attend, to a sub- 
ject which no one can really attend to unmoved. 

It will not of course be supposed that my intention 
is to recommend the adoption of extravagant rant. The 
good effects which it undoubtedly does sometimes pro- 
duce, incidentally, in some, is more than counterbalanced 
by the mischievous consequences to another. 
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§ 2. One important practical maxim re- practice of 
suiting from the views here taken, is the de- recitation at 
cided condemnation of all recitation of schools in- 
Bpeeches by school -boys ; a practice so much J"™^*- 
approved and recommended by many, with a view to 
preparing youths for Public Speaking in after life. It 
is to be condemned, however, (supposmg the foregoing 
principle correct,) not as useless merely, but absolutdy 
pernicious, with a view to that object. The justness, 
mdeed, of this opinion will, doubtless, be disputed ; but 
its consistency with the plan I have been recommending, 
is almost too obvious to be insisted on. In any one 
who should think a natural delivery desirable, it would 
be an obvious absurdity to think of attaining it b^ prac- 
tising that which is the most completely artificial. If 
there is, as is evident, much difficulty to be surmounted, 
even by one who is delivering, on a serious occasion, 
his own composition, before he can completely succeed 
in abstracting his mind from all thoughts of his own 
voice — of the judgment of the audience on his perfor- 
mance, &c. and in fixing it on the Matter, Occasion, and 
Place— on every circumstance which ought to give the 
character to his elocution — how much must this diffi- 
culty be enhanced, when neither the sentiments he is to 
utter, nor the character he is to assume, are his own, or 
even supposed to be so, or anywise connected with 
him : — ^when neither the place, the occasion, nor the 
audience, which are actuaily presenUhave any thing to 
do with the substance of what is said. It is therefore 
almost inevitable, that he wiU studiously form to him- 
self an artificial manner ;* which (especially if he suc- 
ceed in it) will probably cling to him through lif e» even 

* Some have used the expression of " a consciout manner/' to 
denote that which results (either in conversation— in the ordinary 
actions of life— or in public speaking) from the anxious attenti<m 
which some persons feel to the opinion the oomirainy majr form of 
them ; a eonscununets of beinff watched and scrutinized in every 
word and gesture, together with an extreme anxiety for approba 
Uon. and dread of oensore 
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when he is delirerin^ his own compositions on real 
occasions. The very best that can be expected, is, that 
he should become an accomplished cLctor — ^possessing 
the plastic power of putting himself, in imagination, so 
completely into the situation of him whom he perso- 
nates, and of adopting, for the moment, so perfectly, all 
the sentiments and views of that character, as to ex- 
press himself exactly as such a person would have done, 
i-n the supposed situation. Few are likely to attain 
such perfection ; but he who shall have succeeded in 
accomplishing this, will have taken a most circuitous 
route to his proposed object, if that object be, not to 
qualify himself for the Stage, but to be able impressively 
to deliver in public, on real, and important occasions, 
his own sentiments. He will have been carefully learn- 
ing to assume, what, when the real occasion occurs, 
need not be assumed, but only expressed. Nothings 
surely, can be more preposterous than labouring to ac- 
quire the art of pretending to be, what he is not, and^ 
to feel, what he does not, in order that he may be 
enabled, on a real emergency, to pretend to be and to 
feel just what the occasion itself requires and suggests : 
in short to personate himself. 

The Barmecide, in the Arabian Nights, vfho amused 
himself by setting down his guest to an imaginary feast, 
and trying his skill in imitating, at an empty table, the 
actions of ea;ting and drinking, did not propose this as 
an advisable mode of instructing him how to perform 
those actions in reality. 

Let all studied recitation therefore — every kind of 
speaking which from its nature must necessarily be arti- 
ficial — be carefully avoided, by one whose object is to 
attain the only truly impressive —the Natural Delivery. 

It should be observed, that the censure here pro- 
nounced on school-recitations, and all exercises of the 
like nature, relates, exclusively, to the effect produced 
on the style of Elocution. With any other objects that 
may be proposed, the present work has, obviously, no 
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concern. Nor can it be doubted that a familiarity with 
the purest forms of the Latin and Greek languages, may 
be greatly promoted by committing to memory, and 
studying, not only to understand,- but to recite with 
propriet5r, the best orations and plays in those languages 
The familiar knowledge too, and temporary adoption, 
of the characters and sentiments, for instance, of 
Terence's plays, can hardly fail to produce a powerful 
effect on the moral character If the spectators of a 
play which strongly interests them are in any degree 
disposed (as the Poet expresses it) to ** live o'er each 
scene, and be what they behold," much more may this 
be expected in the actor, who studies to give the fullest 
effect to his performance, by fancying himself, as far as 
possible, the person he represents. If any one, there- 
fore, is more anxious for his son's proficiency in the 
Latinity, and in the morality, of Terence, than for his 
excellence in public speaking, he is right in encourag- 
ing such exercises.* But let no one seek to attain a 

* To those who do wish their sons to imbibe the morality of 
Terence, I hare, of coarse nothing more t) say. But if there are 
any, as I must hope there are not a few, who would deprecate such 
a result, and who yet patronize the practice in question, I cannot 
but express my unfeigned wonder at their doing so. Can they 
doubt that tome effect is likely to be produced on a young and 
unformed mind, forwarder in passions than in reason, by — not 
reading merely — not learning by heart merely — ^but studying as an 
actor, and striTing to deliver with effect, the part of an accomplished 
debauchee 1 And this too, such a character as Terence's poetical 
justice never fails to crown with success and applause. The foulest 
obscenity, such as would create disgust in any aelicate mind, would 
probably be less likely to corrupt the principles, than the more 
gentleman>like profligacy, which is not merely represented, Imi 
recommended in Terence ; and which approaches but too nearly 
to what the youth may find exemplified among the higher classes 
In this country. 

Will it be answered, that Ikecause the same boys are taught to 
say their Catechism — are sent to Chapel — and are given to under* 
stand that they are not to take Pamphilus as a model, a sufficient 
safeguard is thus provided, against the effects of an assiduous effort 
to gain applause by a lively and spirited representation of such a 
character ? I can only reply, in the words of Thucydides, MA- 
KAPI2ANTE2 T MAN TO AHEIPOKAKON, OT ZHAOYMEN 
TO A<l»FON. 

I am aware that I run a risk of giving offence by these remarks j 
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natural, simple, and forcible Elocution, by a practice 
which, the more he applies to it, will canymm still the 
farther from the object he aims at 

What has been said, may perhaps be considered by 
some as applicable only in the case where the desi^ is 
merely to qualify a man for extemporaneous speaking; 
— not for delivering a written discourse with the effect 
of one that is actually extemporaneous. For it may be 
urged, that he who attempts this, must be, to a certain 
extent, an Actor: he may, indeed, really think, and 
strongly feel, at the moment, all that he is saying ; but 
though, thus far, no disguise is needed, he cannot, 
without a distinct effort, deliver what he is, in fact, 
reading, with the air of one who is not reading, but io 
framing each sentence as he delivers it : and to learn to 
do this, it may be said, practice is requisite ; not such 
practice indeed as that of ordinary school-recitations, 
which has a directly contrary tendency ; but such as 
might be adopted, on the principles above Isud down. 
And it must be admitted, (indeed the remark has been 
frequently made in the foregoing pages,) that the task 
of him who delivers a written discourse, is very different 
from that of the truly extemporary speaker, supposing 
the object be to produce at all a similar effect. For, as 
1 have formerly observed, what has been here called 
the Natural Delivery, is that which is natural to the 
real Speaker alone ; and is by no means what will spon- 

but a sense of datv forbids their stippression. If the practice is 
capable of Tindication, let it receive one : if not, let it be abolished. 

It is now (1841) a good many years since this remonstrance was 
first published ; durug which interval the work has gone through 
several editions. I cannot but suppose, therefore, that somerefu. 
tation of my reasoning would, befo«e now, have been at least at- 
tempted, (which as far as I know, no one ever did attempt) were 
it not felt and practically acknowledged by the parties concerned 
to be unannoerabU. 

Let the experiment be tried, of placing in the hands of the Moth- 
BRs of the bovs, when they (iome to witness the exhibition, a close 
translation of the play their sons are actine. I will be satisfied to 
abide by the decision of the right-minded and judicions among 
them. 
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taneously suggest itself to one who has (even his own) 
written words before him. To attain the delivery I 
have been recommending, he must make a strong and 
continual effort so to witndraw his mind, not only from 
studied modulation of voice, but from die knowledge 
that he is reading — and so to absorb himself, as it were, 
not only in the general sentiments, but in each separate 
expression, as to make it thoroughly his own at the 
moment of utterance. And I am far from supposing 
that in doing this he will not improve by practice; 
indeed I have all long implied, that np one can expect 
at once to attain perfection in it. But whether any 
such system of recitation as would afiord beneficial 
practice could be adopted at schools, I am more doubtful. 
Supposing the estabhshed mode of spouting to be totally 
exploded, and every effort used to make a dov deliver a 
Speech of Caesar, for instance, or Lear, in the natural 
manner, i. e. according to the Master^ view of what is 
natural — still, the learner himself will be reciting in a 
mafllier, to fum, wholly artificial ; not merely because 
he^ reading, or repeating^ from memory, what he is 
endeavouring to utter as if extempore; — nor again, 
merely because the composition is another's, and the 
circumstances fictitious ; but because the composition, 
the situation, and the circumstances could not have been 
his own. A School-bov has no natural way of his oton 
to express himself on the topics on which he is made 
to declaim; because as yet these topics form no part of 
the fumitOre of his mind. And tnus the object Ipro- 
posed, viz. to qualify him for delivering weD, on real 
occasions, his own, or suck as his own, written compo- 
sitions, will have been defeated ; and we shall have 
anticipated, and corrupted, bv a studied elocution, what 
would have been, in after-life, his own natural mode of 
expressing himself on such occasions. 

However serviceable practice may be, there is none, 
I think, that will not do more harm than good, except 
the practice of reciting, either on real occasions,*or OD 
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0ach as one can fully conceire and enter into, expres- 
sions ei&er actually his own, or at least such as he 
would naturally have uttered on the occasion. Should 
tibe School-hoy be limited to the recitation of composi- 
tions of his own, or of a fellow- student, and that too, 
compositions not written as a task on a given subject, 
(on such subjects at least as are usually set for exer- 
cises,*) but on some real occasion interesting to a 
youthful mind, (a narrative e. g. of some recent occur- 
rence, or ti^e Hke,) a system of practice might perhaps 
be adopted which would prove beneficial. 

Such exercises as these, however, would make but a 
sorry display, in comparison of the customaiy decla- 
mations. Tlie " pomp and circumstance *' of annual 
public recitations has much that is attractive to Masters, 
Farents, and Scholars; and it is easily believed, by 
those who wish to believe it, that for a boy who is 
destined hereafter to speak in public, the practice of 
making public speeches, and of taking ^eat p^y to 
deliver them well, must be a very beneficial exejflK- 
Natural de- § ^' '^^ ^^* circumstance to be noHced 
livery more among the results of the mode of delivery 
J"**J recommended, is, that the speaker will find 

^"^ ' it much" easier, in this Natural manner, to 
make kimsdf heard : he will be heard, that is, much 
more distinctly at a greater distance — and with far less 
exertion and fatigue to himself. This is the more 
necessary to be mentioned, because it is a common, if 
not prevailing opinion, that the reverse of this is the 
fact. There are not a few who assign as a reason for 
their adoption of a certain unnatural tone, and measured 
cadence, that it is necessary, in order to be heard by a 

Se congregation. But though such an artificial voice 
utterance will often appear to produce a louder 
tound, (which is the circumstance that probably deceives 
such persons,) yet a natural voice and delivery, provided 
it be^clear, though it be less laboured, and may even 
* See Introd. k 6. 
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Beem low to those who are near at hand, will be dis- 
tinctly heard at a much greater distance. Hie only 
decisive proof of this must be sought in experiencei ; 
which will not fail to convince of tne trutib of it any 
one who wiU fairly make the trial. 

The requisite decree, of loudness will be best obtain- 
ed, conformably with the principles here inculcated, not 
by thinking about the voice, but by looking at the most 
distant of the hearers, and addressing one's self especi- 
ally to him. The voice rises ^ntaneously, when we 
are speaking to a person who is not verjr near. 
. It should be added, that a speaker's being well heard 
does not depend near so much on the loudness of tho 
sounds, as on their distinctness; and especially on the 
clear pronunciation of the consonants. 

That the organs of voice are much less strained and 
fatigued by the natural action which takes place in real 
Bi>eakiDg, than by any other, (besides that it is what 
mu|^ be expected ^ priori,) is evident from daily ex- 
p^^jse. An extemijorary Speaker will usually be 
nMPiess exbfMusted in two hours, than an elaborate 
reciter (though less distinctly heard) wiU be in one. 
Even the ordinary tone of reading aloud is so much 
more fatiguing than that of conversation, that feeble pa- 
tients are frequently unable to continue it for a quarter of 
an hour without great exhaui^tion ; even though they 
may feel no inconvenience from talking, with few or no 
|>attses, and in no lower voice, for more than double that 
time.* 

§ 4. He then who shall determine to aim iteeai>itiila^ 
at the Natural-manner, though he will have tion of ad- 
to contend with considerable difficulties and J^*f|2IU. 
discouragements, will not be without corres- vantages. 

* '* We can at will enlarge or diminish the area of tilie chest, and 
■top, accelerate, or retard we act of respiration. When we attend 
to OUT breathing, and regulate its rate, it quickly becomes £itig«- 
ing i but the same happens with any voluntary and habitual actioB, 
if we attempt to perform it analytically, by directing the attttnttoa 
to evexy itep in its progress.^—Jtfava'* Pkysialogyt P* 107. 
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grading advantages, in the course he is purstimg 
e will be at first, indeed, repressed to a greater de- 
gree than another, by emotions of bashfulness ; but it 
will be more speedily and more completely subdued ; 
the very system pursued, since it forbids aU thoughts of 
idfy striking at tne root of the evil. He will, indeed, 
on the outset, incur censure, not only critical but mor- 
al : — he will be blamed for using a colloquial delirery ; 
and the censure will very likely be, as far as relates to 
his earliest efforts, not wholly undeserved ; for his man- 
ner vfUl probably at first too much resemble that of con- 
versation, though of serious and earnest conversation : 
but by perseverance he maybe sure of avoiding deser- 
ved, and of mitigating, and ultimately overcoming, un- 
deserved, censure. ^ 

He will, indeed, never be praised for a «* very fine 
^elivery ;" but his matter will not lose the approbation 
it may deserve ; as he will be the more sure of being 
heard and attended to. He will not, indeed, mee^ 
many who can be regarded as models of the N 
manner ; and those he does meet with,%e will 1 
eluded, by the nature of the system, from minutdy'im- 
itating ; but he will have the advantage of carrying with 
him an Infallible Ghiide, as long as he is careful to fol- 
low the suggestions of Nature; abstaining from all 
thoughts respecting his own utterance, and fixing his 
mindintently on the business he is engaged in. 

And though he must not expect to attain perfection 
at once, he ma,j be assured that, while he steadily ad- 
heres to this pkn, he is in the right road to it ; instead 
of becoming, as on the other plan, more and more arti- 
ficial, the longer he studies. And every advance he 
makes will produce a proportional effect : it will give 
him more and more of that hold on the attention, the 
understanding, and the feelings of the audience, which 
no studied modulation can ever attain. Others indeed 
may be more successful in escaping censure, and ensu- 
ling admiration ; but he will far more surpass them in 
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respect of the proper object of the Orator, which is, to 
carry his point 

§ 5. Much need not be said on the subject 
of Action, which is at present so little ap- 
proved or, designedly, employed, in this country, that 
It is hardly to to reckoned as any part of the Orator's 
art. 

Action, however, seems to be natural to man, when 
speaking earnestly : but the state of the case at present 
seems to be, that the disgust excited, on the one hand, 
by awkward and ungracSful motions, and, on the other, 
by studied gesticulations, has led to the general disuse 
of action altogether ; and has induced men to form the 
habit (for it certainly is o. formed habit) of keeping 
themselves quite stiU, or nearly so, when speaking 
This is supposed to be, and perhaps is, the more rational 
and dignified way of speaking: but so strong is the 
Jendency to indicate vehement internal emotion by some 
*" ' '[of outward gesture, that those who do not encour 
^ allow themselves in any, frequently fall uncon 
By int4|mK)me awkward trick of swinging the 
body,* folding a paper, twisting a string, or the like 
But when any one is readinj^, or even speaking, in the 
Artificial manner, there is little or nothing of this ten- 
dency; precisely, because the mind is not whyactioi 
occupied by that strong internal emotion isgenenUiy 
which occasions it. And the prevalence of disused, 
this (the artificial) manner may reasonably be conjec- 
tured to have led to the disuse of all gesticulation, even 
in extemporary speakers ; because if any one, whose 
delivery is artificial, does use action, it will of course 
be, like his voice, studied and artificial ; and savouring 
still more of disgusting affectation ; from the circum- 

* Of one of the ancient Roman Orators it was satirically remark* 
ed, (on account of his having this habit,) that he must have learned 
to speak m a boat. Of some other Orators, whose favourite action 
Is rising on tiptoe, it would perhaps have been said, that they had 
beea accustomed to adilress their audience over a high wall 
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stance that it eyidently might be entirely omitted.* And 
hence, the practice came to be generally disapproved, 
and exploded 

It need only be observed, that, in conformity with the 
principles maintained throughout this Book, no care 
should, in any case, be taken to use graceful or appro- 
priate action ; which, if net perfectly unstudied, will 
always be (as l^s been just remarked) intolerable. But 
if any one spontaneously falls into any gestures that 
are unbecoming, care should ^n be taken to break the 
habit ; and that, not only in public speaking, but on all 
occasions. The case, indeed, is the same with utter- 
ance : if any one has, in common discourse, an indis- 
tinct, hesitating, dialectic, or otherwise faulty delivery, 
his Natural manner certainly is not what he should ^ 
adopt in public speaking ; but he should endeavour, by 
care, to remedy the defect, not in public speaking only, 
but in ordinary conversatiou also. And so also, with 
respect to attitudes and gestures. It is in these p^^^ 
principally, if not exclusively, that the remark^^B 
mtelligent friend will be beneficial. ^ ^01^ 

If, again, any one finds himself nat«!^y and spon- 
taneously led to use, in speaking, a moderate degree of 
action, which he finds from the observation of others 
not to be ungraceful or inappropriate, there is no reason 
that he should study to repress this tendency. 
Action na- ^ ^' ^^ would be inconsistent with the 
turaUy pre- principle just laid down, to deliver any jwe- 
cedcs the cepts for gesture ; because the- observance of 
vrovAM, g^^jj the best conceivable precepts, would, 
by destroying the natural appearance, be fatal to their 
object : but there is e^ remark, which is worthy of atten- 
tion, from the illustration it affords of the erroneousness. 
In detail, as well as in principle, of the ordinary systems 

♦ " ' Grattu inter mensas symphonia dUeon, 

Et eraatum tmguerUum, et Sardo cum melle jMcpovet 
OffendwfU ; poterat duci quia coena sine istis." 

Horace, Jin PtL, 



! 
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of iofltnietion in this point Boys are generally taught 
to employ the prescribed action either after, or during 
the utterance of the words it is to enforce. The best 
and most appropriate action must, from this drcum- 
6taxtce alone, necossarily appear a feeble affectation. 
It suggests the idea oi a person speaking to those who 
do not fully understand the language, and striyin^ by 
signs to explain the meaning of what he has been saying 
The yery same gesture, had it come at the proper, thai 
is, the natwrdy point of time 'i^ight, perhaps have added 
greatly to the effect ; yiz. had it preceded somewhat the 
utterance of the word*. THat is always the natural 
order of action. An emotion,* struggling for utterance, 
produces a tendency to a bodily gesture, to express that 
ei4i^on more quickly than words can be framed ; the 
'words follow, as soon as they can be spoken. And 
this being always the case with a real, earnest, un* 
studied speaker, this mode of placing the action fore- 
most^ures, (if it be otherwise appropriate) the appear- 
anf^^^^nest emotion actually present in the mind. 
Anl^^RreTerse of this natural order would alone be 
Pufl^^Hft to convert the action of Demosthenes himself 
mto unsuccessful and ridiculous pantomime. 

* ** Format enim NiUura pritu noa iniua ad omnem 
Fortunarum habUum 3 jwvatt out in^ellit ad iram : 
JkaX, ad humum mmrore gravi deducit^ tt angit : 
rost effert animi ntotu* inttrpreie Ungual' 

Horace. •*•• P^tt. 
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Omnino noe vQlamus, locos omnes, quorum frequens est 
vsus (sive ad probationes et refutationes, sive ad suasiones 
et^issuasiones, sive ad laud«8 et vituperia spectent) medi- 
ttKs jam haberi, eosque ultimis ingenii viribus, et tanquam 
impiobe, et prorsus prseter veritatem, attoUi, et deprimi. 
Modum autem hujus coUectionis, tarn ad usum, quam ad 
brevitatem, optimum fore censemus, si hujusmodi loci 
contijyutntur in sententias quasdam acutas et concisas ; 
tancj^^ glomos quosdam, quorum fila in fusiorem discur- 
bu4HPhi res postulat, explicari possint. « « * « 
Ejus^nerig, cum plurima parata habeamus, aliqua ad 
exemplum prooonere visum est. * £a autem antitheta rerum 
nominamus. 

NOBILITAS. 



PBO. 

* « « 

Nobilitas laurea, qua tem- 
pus homines coronat. 

Antiquitatem etiam in 
monumentis mortuis vene- 
ramur: qaanto magis in 
▼ivis 1 

• « • 

Nobilitas virtvtem invidisB 
•ttbdaeit» gratise tradit. 



CONTRA. 

Raro ex virtute nobilitas i 
rarius ex nobilitate rirtus. 

Nobiles majorum depreca 
tione ad veniam sspius ut- 
untur, quam sufiragatione ad 
honores. 

Tanta solet esse indu8tri« 
hominum novorum, ut no- 
biles prae illis tanquam statuss 
videantur. ^ 

Nobiles in stadlo respect- 
ant nimis siepe: %uod mali 
cursoris est. 
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JUVENTUS. 



Senes dlbi sapiunt magis ; 
aliis et reipublicae minus. 

Si conspici daretur, magis 
deformat animos, quam cor- 
pora, senectus. 

Senes omnia metuunt, 
prieter Deos. 



COKTBA. 

Juventus pcenitentisB c 
pus. 

Ingenitus est juvenibus se- 
uilis auetoritatis contempt- 
us ; ut quisque suo periculo 
sapiat. 

Tempus, ad quae consilia 
non a^vocatur^ nee rata 
habet. « « 



UXOR ET LIBERI. 



PRO. 

Gharitas reipublicoe incipit 
afamilia. 

Uxor et liberi disciplina 
quasdam humanitatis ; at 
ccelibes tctrici et severi. 

Gcslibatus et orbitas ad 
nil aliud conferunt, quam ad 
fagam. 

• • • 



CONTRA ^ 

Qui uxorem duxit, et h- 
beros suscepit, obsides for- 
tunse dcdit. 

«• • « 

Brntorum eternita^Apbo- 
les ; virorum fama, \ 
et instituta. 

CEconoraicai rationes pub 
licas plerunque evertunt 



itaf^Dbo- 



PIVITIiE. 



p&o. 
Divitias contemnunt, qui 
•esperant. 

* « * 

Dum philosophi dubitant, 
Atrum ad virtutem an volup- 
fatem omnia sint referenda, 
collige instrumenta utrius- 
que. 

Virtus per divitias veriitur 
m commun bonum. 
« * • 



CONTRA. 

Bivitiarum magnarum vel 
custodia est, vel dispensatio 
qusedam, vel fama ; at nuUuB 
usus. 

Annon vides lapilUs, et id 
genus deliciis, fingi pretia, 
ut possit esse aliquis mag- 
narum divitiaruni usus 1 

Multi, dui|^ divitlis suia 
omnia venalia fore credidc- 
runt, ipsi in primis venierunt. 

Non aliud divitias dix- 
erim, quam impedimenta 
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d&i 



COHTKA 

viitutis: nam virtuti et ne* 
cessariBB sunt et graves. 

Divitiaa bona ancilla^ pes- 
sima dprnina. 



HONORES 



PRO. 



Uonorea faciunt et virtutes 
et vltia conspicnaj itaque 
illas proYocant, hsec refrae- 
nant. 

Non novit quispiam, quan- 
tum in virtutis cursa pro- 



contra. 

Dam honores appeiimus, 
libertatem ezuimus. 

Honores dantfere potesta- 
tem earum rerum, quas opti- 
ma conditio est noUe, proxi- 
ma non posse. 

Honorum ascensus arduus, 



fl^rit ; nisi honores ei cam- static lubrica, regressus pras- 

pum prsBbeant apertum. ceps. 

Qui in honore sunt, vulgi 
opinionem mutuenter opor- 
tet, ut seipsos beatos putent. 

41 IMPERIA. "^ 

PRO. CONTBA. 

Felicitate frui, magnum Quam mjserum, habere 
bonum est ; sed eam et aliis nil fere, quod appetas ; infi- 
impertiri posse, adhucmajus. nita, quae metuasi 

LAUS, EXISTIMATIO. 



PRO. 

Virlutis radii reflexi lau- 
des. 

Laus honor is est, ad quem 
liberis sufiragiis pervenitur. 

Honores a diversis politiis 
eonferuntur, sed laudes ubi- 
que sunt libertatis. 
« « « 

Ne mireris, si vulgus ye- 
rius loquatur, quam honora- 
tiores ; quia etiam tutiut 
loquitur. 



Fama deterior judex, quam 
nunc la. 

Fama veluti fluvius, levia 
attollit, solida mergit. 

Infimamm virtutum apud 
Yulgus laus est, medianim 
admiratio, supremarum sen* 
BUS nullus 



802 APPENDIX. 

NATURA. 

FEO. con ISA. 

GooBuetiido contra natu- Cogitamus secnndiim nat 

ram, quasi tyrannia qnaedam turam ; loquimur secundam 

est: etcito^acleyioccasione pnecepta; sed agimns se- 

corruit cnndum consuetudinem. 

FORTUNA. 

PBO. CONTKA. 

Virtates apertae landes pa- Stnltitia nnius, fortima al- 
riunt, occultsB fortunas. terius. 

Fortima veluti galaxia; ♦ • • 

hoc est, nodos qnanmdam 
obscurarum yirtutam, sine 
nomine. 



VITA. 

PEG. CONTBA. 

Prsstat ad omnia, etiam Non inyenian inte^hu* 

ad virtotem, curriculum Ion- manos affectum taniHpil- 

gum, quam breve. lum, qui, si intendatu^KoIo 

Absque spatiis vitas ma- vehementius, non mortis 

joribus, nee perficere datur, metum superet. 
nee perdiscere, nee pcsni- 
tere 

SUPERSTITiO. 

PRO. CONTSA* 

Qui zelo peccant, non pro- Ut simiffi, similitude cum 
bandi, sed tamen amandi homine,deformitatemadditt 
sunt. ita superstitioni, similitude 

* . • ♦ cum religione. 

PrsBstat nullam habere de 
diis opinionem, quam con 
tumeliosam 

SUPERBIA. 

PKO. CONTRA. 

Bnperbia etiam vitiis in- Hebera virtutum ac bono 
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PftO. CONTBA 

soeiabilis; atque ut venenum rum omnium superbia. 
veneno, ita baud pauca vitia Gstera vitia yirtutibus 

Buperbia expelluntur. tantum contrairia ; superbia 

Facilis, etiam alienis vitiis sola contagiosa, 
obnoxinsest: superbus, tan- 
tum suis. 

INVIDIA. 



PEG. 

Invidia in rebuspublicis, 
tanquam salubris ostracis- 
mus. 



CONT^ 

Nemo virtuti invidiam re 
conciliaverit prseter mortem. 

Invidia virtutes laboribus 
exercet, ut Juno Herculem 



IMPUDICITIA. 



CONTilA. 

Omneg, ut Paris, qui for- 
mse optionem faciunt, pni- 
dentiae et potentise jacturam 
faciunt. 



GLORIA VANA. 



PKO. 

Qui suas laudes appetit, 
aliorum simul appetit utilita- 
tes. 



Turpe est proco solicitare 
ancillam ; est autem virtutis 
ancilla laus. 



FORTITUDO. 



PEG CONTSA. 

Nil ant in voluptate soli- Vits suae prodigus, aliena 
dum, aut in virtute munitum, pcriculosus. 
ubi timoi infestat. Virtus ferrese aetatis forti- 

Cseterss virtutes nos a do- tudo. 
minatu liberant vitiorum ; 
fortitudo sola a dominata 
TortunsB 
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CONSTANTU. 



rao. 

Basis ▼Irtutam constantia. 

Miser est, qui qualis ipse 
fiiturus sit, non novit. 

Etiam vitiis decus aspirat 
constantia. 

Si ad fortunae inconstan- 
tiam accedat etiam incon* 
stantia mentis, in quantis 
tenebrls vivitur. 

Fortuna, tanqnam Proteus, 
n perseveres, ad formam 
redit. 



OOMTKA. 

Constantia, utjanitru mo* 
rosa, multa utilia indicia 
abigit. 

JSquum est, ut constantia 
res adversas bene toleret; 
nam fere indacit. 

Stoltitia breyissima op- 
tima. 



SCIENTIA, CONTEMPLATIO 

PKO. CONTKA. # 

Ea demum yolaptas est se- Contemplatio, speciosa m 

condum naturam, cujus non ertia. 

est satietas. Bene cogitare, non multo 

* * * melius eat, quam bene som- 

Omnes afiectns pravi, falsss niare . 
lestimationes sunt; atque 
eadem sunt bonitas et veri- 



LITEB^. 



PBO. CONTRA. 

Lectio est conversatio Qu8b un4uam ars docuit 
cum prudentibus ; actio fere tempestivum artis usum 1 
«nm stultis. Artis sflspissime ineptuf 

Non inutiles scientis ex* usqs est, ne sit nnllus. 
istimandas |unt, quarum in se 
nullus est usus, si ingenia 
acuant, et ordinent. 
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PROMPTITUDO. 

PEO. CONTBA. 

Opportuna prudentia noa ♦ ♦ • 

est, qusB celeris non est. Cujaaconsilia non maturat 

Qui cito errat, cito enorem deliberation nee pradentiam 

emendat. letas. 

POPULARITAS. 



PKO. 

Qui ipsi^magnl ylri siiat, 
neminem amun fere habent, 
quera vereantur, sed popu- 
lum. 



Infima assentatio est'aa- 
sentatio yuIc^ 



DISSIMULATIO 



PRO. 

DisBimuIatio, compendi- 
aria sapientia. 

Sepes consiliorumy dlssi- 
mulatio. 

Qui indissimulanter omnia 
agit, seque decipit ; nam plu- 
rimi, aut non capiunt, aut 
non ercdunt. 



Quibus artes civiles supra 
captum ingenii sunt, iis dis- 
simulatlo pro prudentia erit 

Qui dissimulat, pneeipno 
ad agendum instnimento sm 
privat, L e. fide. 

Dis^ulatto diflsimulai 
ionem invitat. 



CEREMONIJE, PUNCTOS, AFFEOTATIO 



Si et in veibis vulgo pare- 
mus, quidnl In habltu, et 
gestu 1 

Virtus et prudentia sine 
punctis, velut peregrins lin- 
guae sunt; nam vulgo non 
mtelliguntur. 

Puncti translatio sunt vir- 
tutis in linguam vemaculam. 



Quid deformius, quam 
Bcenam in yitam transferre 1 

Magis placent cenusatn 
buccae, et caiamistratacomat 
quam cerussati et calamis- 
trati mores. 



24 
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AMICITIA. 

no, . CONTEA. 

Pessima Bolitudo, non Qui amicitias arctas oopn- 
Teraa habere amicitias. kt, novas necessitates sibi 

Digna male fidei ultio, imponit. 
•micitiis privari. Amroi imbecllli est, par- 

tiri fortnnam. 

VINDtCTA. 

PRO. OOMTRA. 

Vindicta privata, jnstitia Qui injoriam fecit, pnn* 
agrestis. cipiom malo dedit ; quired* 

Qui vim rependit, legem didit, modum abstulit. 
tantnm vi olat, non hominem. Vindicta, quo magie natn- 

Utilis mttus ultionis pri- raits, eo magis coercenda. 
▼at8B; nam leges nimium Qui facile injuriam reddit^ 
MBpe dorminnt. - is fof tasse tempore, non 

voluntate postmor erat. 



INNOVATIO. 

FEO. CONTBA. 

Omiits medkina ,innova- Nullus auctor placet, pr»- 

tio. ter tempuii. 

Qui nova remedia fugit. Nulla novitas absque in> 
nova mala operitur. juria ; nam pnesentia con- 
No vator maxi^us tempns : velllt. 
quidni igitur tempus imite- Qusb usu obtiijiuere, si non 
mur 1 bona, at saltern apta inter se 

Morosa morum retentio, sunt. ^ 

res tiirbulenta est, aeque.ac Quis novator tempus imi- 

novitas. tatur, quod novationes ita in 

Cum per se res mutentur sinuat, ut sensus fallant 1 

in deterius, si consilio in Quod prster spem even it, 

Menus non mutentur, quis cui prodest, minus accep* 

finis vrit mali 1 turn ; cui obest,. magis mo* 

Irstum. 



APPENDIX. 



807 



MORA. 



PRO. 

Fortuna multa festiaanti 
yendit, quibus morantem 
donat 



CONTRA. 

Occasio instar SibyllsB mi 
nuit obUtum, pretium auget. 
Celeritas, Orel galea 



SUSPICIO. 



Merito ejoB fides suspecta 
tst, quam suapicio labefacit. 



CONTRA. 

Suapicio fidem abaoWtt 

« * • 



VERBA LEGIS. 



PRO. 

^ Non eat interpretatio, aed 
divinatio, quaa recedit a 
litera. 

Gum receditur a litera, 
judex transit in legislatorcm. 



CONTRA. 

Ex omnibus verbis eiicien- 
dna est sensus, qui interpre- 
tetur singula. 

Peasima tyrannis lex in 
equuleo. 



PRO TESTIBUS CONTRA ARGUMENTA. 



PRO. 

Secundum oratorem, non 
secundum causam pronun- 
ciat, qui argumentis nititur. 

Tutum toret argumentis 
credere, ai hominea nihil 
absurd! facerent. 

Arg^^menta, cum sint con- 
tra testimonia, hoc praaatant, 
ut rea niira videatur, non 
autem ut'non vera. 



CONTRA. 

Si testibus credendum sit 
contra argrnnenta, saffieit, 
tantum judicem esse non 
surdum. 

lisprobationibus tutissimo 
creditur, qoss rarissime men- 
tiuntur. 



Page 45. [B.] 

** there is a distinction to be made between the 

ttnnatvral and the merely improbable : a fiction is unnatu- 
Kal when there is some Sjssignable reason against the events 
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taking place as described — when men are represented as act- 
img contrary to the character assigned them, or to human 
nature in general ; as when a young lady of seventeen, 
brought up in ease, lusuiy, and retirement, with no com- 
panions but the narrow-minded and illiterate, displays (as 
a heroine usually does) under the most trying circumstan- 
ces such wisdom, fortitude, and knowledge of the world, 
as lite best instructors and the best examples can rarely 
produce without the aid of more mature age and longer 
experience. — ^On the other hand, a fiction is still improba- 
ble though not unnatural, when there is no reason to be 
assigned why things should not take place as represented, 
except that the overbalauce of chances U against it ; the 
hero meets, in his utmost distress, most opportunely, with 
the very person to whom he had formerly done a signal 
service, and who happens to communicate to him a piece 
of intelligence which sets all to rights. Why should he 
not meet him as well as any one else 1 all that can be said 
is, that there is no reason why he should. The infant 
who is saved from a wreck, and who afterwards becomes 
such a constellation of virtues and accomplishments, turns 
out to be no other than the nephew of the very gentleman 
on whose estate the waves had cast him, and whose lovely 
daughter he had so long sighed for in vain : there is no 
reason to be given, except from the calculation of chances, 
why he should not have been thrown on one part of the 
coast as well as on another. Nay, it would be nothing 
unnatural, though the piost determined novel-reader would 
be shocked at its improbability, if all the heroe's enemies, 
while they were conspiring his ruin, were to be struck 
dead together by a lucky flash of lightning : yet many de- 
nouements which are decidedly unnatural, are better tole- 
rated than this would be. We shall, perhaps, best explain 
our meaning by examples, taken from a novel of great 
merit in many respects. When Lord Glenthorn, in whom 
a most unfavourable education has acted on a most unfa- 
vourable disposition, after a life of torpor, broken only by 
short sallies of forced exertion, on a sudden reverse of 
fortune, displays at once the most presevering diligence in 
the most repulsive studies; and in middle life, without 
any previous habits of exertion, any hope of early busi- 
ness, or the example of friends* or the stimulus of actual 
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•raE^ to urge him, outstrips every competitor, though 
every competitor has every advantage against him ; this is 
unnatural. — ^When Lord Glenthorn, the instant he is strips 
ped of his estates, meets, falls in love-^ith, and is condi- 
tionally accepted by, the very lady who is remotely enti- 
tled to those estates ; when the instant he has fulfilled the 
conditions of their marriage, the family of the person pos- 
sessed of the estates becomes extinct, and by the concur- 
ren<se of circumstances, against every one of which the 
chances were enormous, the hero is re-instated in all his 
old domains; this is merely improbable. The distinction 
which we have been pointing out may be plainly perceived 
in the events of real life ; when any thing takes place of 
Buch a nature as we should call, in a fiction, merely im- 
probable, because there are many chances against it, we 
call it a lucky or unlucky accident, a singular coincidence, 
something very extraordinary, odd, curious, &c. ; where 
as any thing which, in a fiction, would be called unnatu- 
ral, when It actually occurs, (and such things do occur,) 
is still called unnatural, inexplicable, unaccountable, in- 
conceivable, &c. epithets which are not applied to events 
that have merely the balance of chances against them." — 
Quarterly Review, No. xlviii. pp. 354, 355. The whole 
article has been republished in Lockhart's edition of the 
Works of Sir W. Soott (who however is not the author,) 
Vol. xviii. p. 209. Miscellaneous Prose Works. 

Page 56. [C] 

** * Clothed in authority derived from the authority, and 
in symbolic robes analogous to the judge, the advocate, 
observing in an honest witness a deponent whose testimo- 
ny promises to be adverse, assumes terrific tones and de- 
portment, and pretending to find dishonesty on the part of 
the witness, strives to give his testimony the appearance 
of it. I say a bond, fide witness $ or in the case of a wit- 
ness who by an adverse interrogator is really looked upon 
as dishonest, this is not the proper course, nor is it taken 
with him. For bringing to light the falsehood of a wit- 
ness really believed to be mendacious, the more suitable, 
Of rather the only suitable course, is to forbear to express 
the impression he has inspired. Supposing his tale clear 
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of suspicion, the witoess runs on his course, with fluency 
till he is entangled in some irretrievable contradiction at 
▼ariance with other parts of his own story, or with facts 
notorious in themselves, or established by proofs from 
other sources.' 

** We happen to be aware, from the practice of persons 
of the highest experience in the examination of witnesses, 
that this description is almost without exception correct, 
and that, as a general rule, it is only the honest and timid 
witness who is confounded by imperious deportment. The 
practice gives pre-eminence to the unscrupulous witnesses 
who can withstand such assaults. Sir Roger North, in his ' 
« Life of Sir Dudley North,' relates, that the law of Tur- 
key, like our absurd law of evidence in some cases, re- 
quired the testimony of two witnesses in proof of each fact, 
and that a practice had, in consequence, arisen, and had 
obtained the sanction of general opinion, of using a false 
witness in proof of those facts whch admitted only of one 
witness. Sir Dudley North, while in Turkey, had nu- 
merous disputes which it became necessary to settle by 
litigation : * and,' says his biographer — 

" * Our merchant found by experience, that in a direct 
fact a false witness was a surer card than a true one ; for 
if the judge has a mind to baffle a testimony, an honest, 
harmless witness, that doth not know his play, cantaot so 
^ell stand his many captious questions as a false witness 
ised to the trade will do ; for he hath been exercised, and 
ts prepared for such handling, and can clear himself, when 
the other will be confounded; therefore circumstances 
may be such as to make the false one more eligible.' " 

" Those who have been present in our common law 
courts wili say whether the bar does not avail itself of its 
authoritative protection to cast off all restraints against all 
parties. To serve the client by * all expedient means, to 
protect that client at all hazards and costs to all others,' or,' 
according to the noble and learned lord who vindicates 
the practice as a duty to disregard the < alarm, the suffer- 
ing, the torment, the destruction, he may bring upon any 
others,' we have seen innocent and respectable females so 
confused, and assailed with such imperious gestures and 
condemnatory tones, on the assumptions (as groundless 
as the assumptions in the conspicuous case of Courvoisier) 
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that they had committed peijnry, as would make -any fa< 
iher or brother shudder at exposing daughter or sister to, 
and in such a manner as the counsel using the * expedient 
means * neither could nor would use under any circum- 
stances in resf^ctable private socie^. The most demor- 
alizing eiiect produced by these exhibitions appears to us 
to be the treatment giyen to persons of the labouring 
classes, servants or policemen. If good conduct is to be 
promoted in them, one means of doing so is surely to in- 
crease their estimation of the value of character ; one 
means of raising their moral perceptions is rather to as- 
sume thatthpy are keenly alive to .the pleasures and pains 
of self and social estimation, than that they are dead to 
them. We have frequently witnessed such treatment of 
witnesses as that displayed in the case of Courvoisier, but 
we never happened to witness an attempt * to comfort ' the 
shattered witness of that class. . Thou^ the depraved state 
of the bar permits the practice^f such inflictions in public 
trials, it does not prevent the judge from doing justice,, by 
endeavouring to soothe the irritation, and at the same 
time manifesting the feelings of a gentleman.'* ^ 

** The evil complained of is, it appears to us, implicated 
in the rules that a prisoner shall be protected against being 
' compelled ' to criminate himself, and in the practice of 
the English courts, that the character of the prisoner's de- 
fence shall not affect the sentence. 

** The counsel, it is held, must be' free to do what the 
prisoner may do in his defence, and the prisoner's defence 
must be entirely free. 

" Without acceding to the unqualified proposition as to 
the extent of the prisoner's defence, we think it may be 
observed that counsel do more for a guilty prisoner than he 
could do for himself. It will aid in giving a correct con- 
ception of the real character of the licence of counsel, if 
we conceive the terms of a counsel's speech in defence, 
or the counsel's general terms and tones of questions to 
witnesses proceeding from the mouth of the prisoner, the 
party whom the counsel represents. Innocence iscalna and 
gentle, and in meeting false testimony vindicates itself 
without assuming the tone of furiously passionate condem- 
nation. What would have been the Jury's conclusion 
upon Courvoiser after he had poured forth a few sentences 
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4>f the deaeription of those we have quoted, deeorated widk 
the epithets < gang,' * ruffians,' conspirators,' * blood-money,' 
and the insinuation ' this woman,' against a respectable 
female 1 

** If the tupprtstioveri be permitted as the privilege of 
connsel, and the Magna Charta of delintquents in England, 
still we must Tentore to propose as an innovation that the 
freedom of defence should he restricted so far as it may be 
conceived to consist in the iwggesfto fcUri. Inasmuch as 
the law restricts the freedom ^fan accused person from the 
use of such i^ystcal means of defending himself against 
capture as a knife, so we think the use of foul weapons of 
mental assault and injury, such aa perjury and false im- 
putations on parties, may be beneficially forbidden to the 
prisoner, and, by consequence, to his counsel." 

** It is said we abound in mercy, but we give so much 
of it to the guilty, that we have none to spare for the in- 
nocent. Criminal justice has been itiade to taeillate in 
this country between two sets of blind presumptions— the 
ancient one, ipi^ieh presumed guilt in all who were accused, 
and the modem one, which fffesumes that all who are ac- 
cused are innocent, and which even after conviction, over- 
ooks the party injured and the tendency of the crime, and 
bestows unbounded sympathy on the criminal. A treatise 
might be written in illustration of the mischiefs of acting 
on presumptions, when the^ facts of the particular case are 
developed and require none. Our English practice, it ap- 
pears to us, requires the ttrtium qwid i3 * not proven.' The 
sympathies of tiie Old Bailey bar are, we must say, on the 
same side with their lucre, and with all the inmates of the 
gaol ; with them, all policemen are what they Were desig- 
nated in Gomrvoiser's case, bloodhounds-^and witnesses, 
persecutoTB of the innocent. Entiire innoeence is always in 
peril in the dock, and has no other security than in the aid 
of counseL* '-JTV-om a Pamphlet on thi ** Licente of Coumd.^ 

Pagit 59. [D.3 

*'To 8^ that numerous old manuscripts exist; that 
they admit of dassiification and date, and other character- 
istics ; to speak of evidence, derived from contemporary 
history, from the monuments of art, from national manners 
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«Ad coatoms; to assert, that there have been peraoai 
qualified for the task, who have examined duly these se- 
veral branches of evidence, and have given a satisfactory 
report of that research, is to make a statement concerning 
the evidence of Christianity, which is intelligible indeed, 
but is not itself the evidence, not itself the proof, of which 
you speak. So far from this being the oase, we cannot but 
feel, that the author who is guiding us, and pointing out 
these pillars of our faith, .as they appear engraved on his 
chart of evidence, can himself, whatever be his learning, 
be personally acquainted with but a very small portion. 
The most industrious and able sriiolar, after spending a 
life on some individual point of evidence, t)ie collation of 
manuscripts,^the illustrations derived from uninspired au- 
thors, translations, or whatever the inquiry be, must, after 
all, (it would seem,) rest by far the greater part of his faith^ 
immediately on the testimony of others ; as thousands in 
turn will rest their faith on his testimony, to the existence 
of such proof as he has examined. There is no educated 
Christian who is not taught to appreciate the force of that 
proof in favour of the genuineness ofthe New Testament, 
which may be derived from the consent of ancient copies, 
and the quotations found in a long line of fathers, and 
other writers, and yet not one in a thousand ever reads the 
works of the fathers, or sees a manuscript, or is even ca» 
pable of deciphering one, if presented to him. He admits 
the very groundwork of his faith on the assertion of those 
who profess to have ascertained these points ; and even 
the most learned are no further exceptions to this oase, than 
in the particular branch of evidence which they have stu* 
died. Nay, even in their use of this, it will be suxpriaing, 
when we come to reflect on it, how great a portion must 
be examined, only through statements resting on the tes- 
timony of others. 

Nor is it a question which can be waived, by throwing 
the weight of disproof on those who cavil and deny. It 
turns upon the use which is made, more or less, by all, of 
the pontive proofi urged in defence of Christianity. Chris- 
tianity is established, and it may be fair to bid its assailants 
prove, that it is not what it professes to be, the presump* 
tion and prescriptive title being on its side ; but Christi- 
fknity does not intrench Itself within this fortress t it 
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brings out into the field an array of eyidences to establiah 
that which, on the former view of the case, its adherents 
are supposed not to be called on to maintain. It boasts of 
the sacred volume having been transmitted pure by means 
of manuscripts ; and by asserting the antiquity, the free- 
dom from corruption, and the independence and agree- 
ment of the several classes of these, the Christian contends 
for the existence of his religion at the time when Christ 
and the apostles lived. Ancient writings are appealed to, 
and quotations cited by various authors from the New 
Testament are adduced, which goto prove the same. Even 
profane history is made to furnish contemporary evidence 
of the first rise of Christianity. Now it is the way in which 
this evidence is employed that is the point to be consider- 
ed ; the question is, in what sense all this can be called 
evidence to the mass of Christians. All this is, in short, 
positive proof ; and he who has examined manuscripts, or 
read the^ works in question, has gone through the demon- 
stration ; but he who has not, (and this is the case with all, 
making a very few exceptions,) has not gone through the 
process of proof himself, \mt takes the conclusion on the 
word of others. He believes those who inform him, that 
they, or others, have examined manuscripts, read the fa- 
thers, compared profane history with holy writ. Can this 
be called reasonable faith ? or at least, do we not pretend 
to be believing on proofs of various kinds, when, in fact, 
our belief rests on the bare assertions of others 1 

'* It is very important that the case should be set in its true 
light, because, supposing the Christian ministry able, and 
at leisure, to investigate and sift the Christian evidence 
for themselves, the same cannot be done by the barrister, 
the physician, the. professional man of whatever depart- 
ment besides theology, however enabled by education ; and 
then, what is to be the lot of the great mass of the people 1 
Tb^y, clearly, are incompetent even to follow up the several 
steps of proof which each proposition would require. They 
take it for granted, if they apply the evidence at all, that 
these things are so, because wiser persons than they say it 
is so. In the same spirit as the question was put of old 
* Have any of the rulers believed on Christ *? but this people 
who knoweth not the law are cursed,* Christians must ge- 
nerally, it would seem, believe in Christ, because their 
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tpiritual rulers do, and reject the infidel's views, because 
these people are pronounced accursed. Nay, the suppo- 
sition of the clergy themselves having the qualification 
and the opportunity to go through the process of proof, is 
only a supposition. They often want either or both, and 
it is impossible that it should not be so. The labour of a 
life is scarcely suiTicient to examine for one's self one 
branch alone of such evidence. For the greater part, few 
men, however learned, have satisfied themselves by going 
through the proof. They have admitted the main asser- 
tions, because proved by others. 

'* And is this conviction then reasonable '\ Is it more 
than the adoption of truth on the authority of another 1 
It is. The principle on which all these assertions are re- 
ceived, is not that they have been made by this or that 
cnredible individual or body of persons, who have gone 
through the proof — this may have its weight with the criti- 
cal and learned — ^but the main principle adopted by all, in- 
telligible by all, and reasonable in itself, is, that these as- 
sertions are set forth, bearing on their face a challenge of 
refutation. The assertions are like witnesses placed in a 
box to be confronted. Scepticism, infidelity, and scoffing, 
form the very groundwork of our faith. As long as these 
are known to exist and to assail it, so long are we sure 
that any untenable assertion may and wijl be refuted. The 
benefit accruing to Christianity in this respect from the 
occasional success of those who have found flaws in the 
several parts of evidence ip invaluable. We believe what 
is not disproved most reasonably, because we know that 
there are those abroad who are doing their utmost to dis- 
prove it. We believe the witness, not because we know 
bim and esteem him, but becase he is confronted, cross- 
examined, suspected, and assailed by arts fair and unfair. 
It is not his authority, but the reasonableness of the case 
It becomes conviction well-grounded, and not assent to 
man's words. 

** At the same time nothing has perhaps more contribu- 
ted to perplex the Christian inquirer, than the impression 
which vague language creates of our conviction arising 
not out of the application of this principle to the external 
and monumental evidences of Christianity, but out of the 
examination of the evidence itself. The mind feels dls- 
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appointed and unsatiafied, not becanse it haa not ground 

for belief, but because it misnames it The man who haa 
not examined any branch of evidence for himself, may, 
according to the principle above stated, very reasonably 
believe in consequence of it ; but his belief does not arise 
immediately out of it, is not the same frame of mind which 
would be created by an actual examination for himself. It 
may be more, or it may be less a sure source of conviction ; 
but the discontent is occasioned, not by this circumstance, 
but by supposing that it is one of these things that does, 
or ought to, influence us, when in fact it is the other ; by 
putting ourselves in the attitude of mind which belongs to 
the witness, instead of that which belongs to the bystander. 
We very well know how the unbroken testimony of writers 
during eighteen centuries to the truth of Christianity ought 
to m^e us feel, if we had ascertained the fact by an ex- 
amination of their writings ; and we are surprised atfiod- 
ing that we are not in that frame of mind, forgetting that 
our use of the evidence may be founded on a different 
principle.'* — Hinds, on In^ration, 

Page 74. [E ] 

" Analogy does not mean the similarity of two tkingii, 
but the similarity, or sameness of two rdations. There 
must be more than*two things to give rise to two rdations : 
theie must be at least three ; and in most cases there are 
four. Thus A may be like B, but there is no analogy 
between A. and B : it is an abuse of the word to speak^o, 
and it leads to much confusion of thought. If A has the 
same relation to B which G has to D, then there is an 
analogy* If the first relation be well known, it may serve 
to explain the second, which is less known : and the 
transfer of name from one of the terms in the relation best 
known to its corresponding term in the other, causes no 
confusion, but on the contrary tends to remind us of the 
similarity that exists in these relations ; and so assists the 
mind instead of misleading it. 

*\ In this manner things most wfdike and discordant in 
their nature may be strictly analogous to one another. 
Thus a certain proposition may be called the frosts of a 
system The proposition is to the system what die basi^ 



APPENDIX. 317 

18 to a building. It serves a similar office and purpose i 
and this last relation being well known, is of use to iUii»< 
trate the other which was less known. E. G. The system 
rtstt upon it : it is utelen to proceed with the argument 
till this is well established : if this were removed^ the sys- 
tem must fall. The only cautions requisite in the use ot 
this kind of analogy are, first, not to proceed to a com- 
parison of the corresponding terms as they are intrinsically 
in themselves ot in their own nature, but merely as they 
are in relation to the other terms respectively ; and, se- 
condly, not to presume that because the relation is the 
same or similar in one or two points^ therefore it is the 
same or similar in all. 

" The FIRST of these errors cannot be committed in the 
instance before us, because the two things are of such 
different natures that they have no one point of resem- 
blance. But when the fir.8t an(} the third term are not 
only corresponding in relation, but chance also to be of a 
kindred nature, or when, from- the circumstance of one 
being visible and the other invisible, their discrepancies do 
not strike us, it often happens that a comparison is pur- 
sued between the things themselves, and this is one cause 
of the promiscuous use of the terms simUitude and analogy 
As for example, when Locke, having once established the 
comparison, proceeds to talk of Ideas as if they were really 
images in the mind, or traces in the brain. 

" It is from observing this tendency in men to regard 
the metaphorical or analogous name as bringing along with 
it something of the nature of the thing it originally signi- 
fied, that Mr. Stewart is led to make the remark, not less 
original than just, that it is well for the understanding, 
though it may be a loss to the fancy, when a metaphorical 
word has lost its pedigree* — that is, when it no longer 
excites the primary idea denoted by it, and is reduced by 
custom to a plain and direct appellation in its secondary 
sense. He suggests alsof with equal ingenuity, in cases 

* Philosophical Essays, Ess. y. chap. 3. 

t Ibid. In the analysis here given of analogy^ it will be pcrceiv 
ed by those who are conversant with Mr. Stewart's writings, that 1 
have ventured to depart widely from hii use of the word. Indeed 
M. Prevot's etymology, as given in a passage quoted with approba* 
tion by Mr. Stewart, vol. ii chap. iv. §4, appears to me quite erro 
aeons. ' Le mot AQalogie,.4iim« Pinigine, n'ezprime que la c 
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where words have not yet been worn down to thie nse, the 
expedient of varying our metaphor when speaking of the 
seme subject, as a preservative against this dangerous and 
encroaching error. Of the utility of this practice I have 
no doubt : and I think it may be regarded as an advantajge 
of the same kind, that the parables of the New Testament 
are drawn from such a great diversity of objects, as to 
check the propensity in man, especially in matters of reli- 
gion, to att<ich some mysticsd character to the images so 
employed, and to look upon them as emblems possessing 
an intrinsic virtue, or at least a secret afiSnity with those 
spiritual truths, to the illustration of which they are made 
subservient. ' 

'* When the points in which the similarity of relation 
holds are of secondary Importance — when, instead of being 
essential and characteristic, they are slight and superficial 
— the analogy is often called a metaphor, and often a simi' 
litude, as being addressed rather to the fancy than to the 
-judgment, and intended gather to adorn and illustrate^ than 
to explain. But it would perhaps be better to avoid the 
name timUitude in these cases, and to regard them as 
being,, what they really are, afuilogies, although subsisting 
in points of inferior moment. 

" Thus when the swallow is called the herald of sum- 
mer, or a ship is said to plough the waves, it is easy to 
resolve the phrase into the form of analogy or i^'oportion : 
the swallow is to the summer what the herald is to his 
prince ; he announces his approach. So the action of a 
ship is to the sea, what the action of a plough is to the 
land. But because in these cases the relation va, fanciful 
rather than real, that is, it consists not in essential points 
but in mere circumstance^ of inferior importance, we leave 
such things to the province of taste or amusement, and no 
oonsiderate man ever-attempls to reason from them. 

*« • I am not of the mind of those speculators,' said Mr. 
Burke, 'who seem assured that all states have the same 
period of infancy, manhood, and decrepitude, that are 
found in individuals. Parallels of this sort rather furnish 
similitudes to illustrate or to adorn, than supply analogies 
from whence to reason. The objects which are attempted 

blanctt.' The revems of which I take to be the fact But this i* 
not t)ie place for entering farther into discussion. 
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io be forced joto an analogy are not found in the i 
classes of existence. Individ oals are physical beings — 
commonwealths are not physical bat moral essences.^* 

" A remarkable example of this kind is that argument 
of Toplady against free-will, who, after quoting the text. 
Ye alio a$ lively stones are built up a spiritual house,f 
triumphantly exclaims, *This is giving free-will a stab 
under the fifth rib : for can stones heW themselves, and 
build themselves in a regulatr house V| 

" Even whem we attribute to inanimate things the qua- 
lities of animals, the same analysis may be adopted as 
before. Thus the rage of the sea denotes a similarity of 
effect to the effect of rage in animals. This is even more 
the work of fancy than the example before given : for in 
reducing it to the form of a proportion, one term is wholly 
supplied by the imagination. We do not really believe 
there is a principle in the sea producing these effects, an- 
swering to rage in animals, but the imagination suggests 
such a priqciple, and transfers the name of rage to it. 

" In those cases where the analogy is traced between 
things perfectly heterogeneous there is little danger of con- 
founding the idea with that of -similitude. But when the 
subjects we are comparing are of a kindred nature^ so that 
the things spoken of not only stand in the same relation, 
but also bear a close resemblance to each other, then it is 
we are most apt to confound them together, and to substi- 
tute resemblance for analogy. Thus because the heart or 
the tooth of an animal not only serves the same ofSce to 
the animal that the heart or the tooth of a man does to 
him, but is also an object very nearly resembling it in 
structure and outward appearance, we are apt to imagine 
that the same name is given to it solely on this last ac- 
count. Bat if we pursue the inquiry throughout the animal 
creation, we shall fifid that the form of the corresponding 
parts is infinitely varied, although the analogy remains the 
same : till at length we arrive at such diversities, that it 
is only persons conversant with comparative anatomy who 
can readily detect the analogy. And long before the dif- 
ference has reached this length in popular discourse, the 
analogical name is dropped, and the scientific use of it W 

• Letters on aRegicide Peace, p. 4. ' f 1 Pet ii. A. 

\ ChriftlanandPhilogophical Necesuty AfMrted, p. 66, 
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Btich eases sounds pedantic to unlearned ears. Thus llie 
beak of a bird answers to the tooth of man, and the sheL 
of a lobster to the bones of other animals. If the use and 
office remain the same, no diversity of form impairs the 
analogy : bat we ought from such examples to learn even 
when similitude of form does exist, not to regard it as the 
true ground of the comparison we make, and of our affixing 
the same name. 

** Thus too when W6 speak of qualities of things which 
are not cognizable by our* senses except in their effects, 
we bestow the same name on account of a real or supposed 
analogy, not on account of any similarity in the qualities 
themseWcs, which may or may not exist according as the 
things toe ipeak of are more or less of a kindred nature. 
Sagacity, courage, fidelity, love, jealousy, revenge, are all 
predicated of brute animals not less than of man, although 
they are not things or existences in themselves, but certain 
attributes or affections in them, exhibiting symptoms and 
producing effects corresponding with the symptoms and 
effects attendant upon those qualities in ourselves. In 
these instances, still more than in the former, we are prone 
to confound analogy with resemblance—because as these 
things have no form or existence of their own — as the 
whole essence of them consists in their relation to some • 
thing else — if the relations be alike, the things are neces- 
sarily alike, and we naturally slide into that form of 
speaking which makes no distinction between analogy 
and resemblance : but even then we regard the qualities 
as identical, only in proportion as the nature of the respec- 
tive subjects to which they belong may be regarded as the 
same. 

"The ssooND error above noticed as carefully to be 
avoided in the use of analogy is, when we do not indeed 
treat the corresponding terms as resemUif^ one anotJier in 
their own nature, but when we presume that a similarity 
of relation subsists in other pffints besides those which are 
the foundation of the analogy. 

" When the analogy consists in slight or superficial cir- 
cumstances,' still more when it is fanciful only, no attempt 
whatever should be made to reason from it ; as wad ex- 
emplified in the passage produced from Burke's writings t 
but even when the analogy isiaolid and well-founded, we 
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are liable to faD into, error, if we sat^se it to extend 
farther than it really doee. Errors of this nature are oiten 
committed by men of lively fancies, or of ardent minds, 
and tbey are the more seducing because they set out not 
only with a show of reason, but with reason and trutb 
actually on their side. 

" Thus because a just analogy has been discerned be- 
tween the metropolis of a country, and the heart in the 
animal body, it has been sometimes contended that its 
increased size is a disease — that it may impede some of its 
most important functions— or even be the means of its 
dissolution. 

" Another frequent example of this second error is found 
in the use of the same titles of office or dignity in different 
nations or in distant times. Although the relation de- 
noted by them be the same in one or in several important 
particnlars, yet it scarcely ever holds throughout ; and the 
most false notions are in consequence entertained by people 
of the nature. of these corresponding offices In every coun- 
try but their own. We have known what mischief has 
been produced by the adoption of the phrase, < servant of 
the people,' although it. cannot be denied that in some 
points the duty of the magistrate is the same as the duty 
of a servant — that his time, for instance, his thoughts, his 
abilities, should be devoted to the bene6t of the people — 
and again, on the other hand, because the duty of a sub- 
ject towards his sovereign coincides in many respects with 
the duty of a child towards his parent, some speculative 
writers have hastily concluded that the institution of mo- 
narchy is equally founded in nature, and possesses the 
same inherent authority with the parental." — CopU$t<m*$ 
Four DiacQwnu on the Doctrines of Necessity and Predes" 
Unation^note to Disc. lU. p. 122—130. 

Page 103. [F.] 

" No man is so obstinate an admirer of the old times, as 
to deny that medicine, surgery, botany, chemistry, engi- 
neering, navigation, are better understood now than in 
way former age. We conceive that it is the same with 
political science. Like those other sciences which we have 
mentioned, it has always been working itself clearer and 
25 
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clearer, and depositing im^nrity after imparity. Then 
was a time when the most pow^nl of human intellects 
were deluded by the gibberish of the astrologer and the al- 
chymist ; and just so there was a time when the most en- 
lightened and yirtaous statesmen thought it the first duty 
of a government to persecute heretics, to found monasteries^ 
to make war on Saracens. But time advances, facts ac- 
cumulate, doubts arise. Faint glimpses of truth begin to 
appear, and shine more and more unto the perfect day. 
The highest intellects, like the tops of mountains, are the 
first to catch and to reflect the dawn. They are bright, 
while the level below is still in darkness. But soon th« 
light which at first illuminated only the loftiest eminences, 
descends on the plain, and penetrates to the deepest valley. 
First come hints, then fragments of systems, then defective 
systems, then complete and harmonious systems. The 
sound opinion, held for a time by one bold speculator, 
becomes the opinion of a small minority, of a strong mi- 
nority, of a majority— of mankind. Thus, the great pro- 
gress goes on, till schoolboys laugh at the jargon which 
imposed on Bacon — till country rectors condemn the il- 
liberality and intolerance of Sir ThomosMore." — Edinb 
Review^ July, 1835, p. 282. 

" We have sud that the history of England is the his- 
tory of progress, and, when we take a comprehensive view 
of it, it is so. But, when examined in small separate por- 
tions, it may with more propriety be called a history of 
actions and reactions. We have often thought that the 
motion of the public mind in our country resembles that of 
the sea when the tide is rising.. Each -successive wave 
rushes forward, breaks, and rolls back ; but the great flood 
is steadily coming in. A person who looked on the waters 
only for a moment might fancy that they were retiring, or 
that they obeyed no fixed law, but were rushing capricious- 
ly to and fro. But when he keeps his eye on them for a 
quarter of an hour, and sees one sea-mark disappear after 
another, it is impossible for him to doubt of the general 
direction in which the ocean is moved. Just such has been 
the course of events in England. In the history of the na- 
tional mind, which is, in truth, the history of the nation, 
we mast carefully distinguish that recoil which regularly 
follows every advance from a great general ebb If w^ 



APPENDIX. 323 

take short ittervals — ^if wc compare 1640 and 1560, 1680 
and 1685, 1708 and 1*712, 1782 and 3794, we find a retro- 
gression. But if we lake centuries — if, for example, we 
compare 1794 with 1660, or with 1685 — we cannot doubt 
m which direction society is proceeding." — Edinb. Re- 
view, July, 1839, pp. 288, 289. 

This last passage closely resembles one in the ** Lectures 
on Political Economy.*' 

*< Another point which is attainable is, to perceive 
amidst all the admixture of evil, and all the seeming dis- 
order of conflicting agencies, a general tendency neverthe- 
less towards the accomplishment of wise and beneficent 
designs. 

** As in contemplating lain ebbing tide, we are sometimes 
in doubt, on a short inspection, whether the sea is really 
receding, because, from time to time, a wave will dash 
further up the shore than those which had preceded it, but, 
if we continue our observation Long enough, we see plainly, 
that the boundary of the land is on the whole advancing ; 
BO here, by extending our view oVer many countries and 
through several ages, we may distinctly perceive the ten- 
dencies which would have escaped a more confined re- 
search." — Lect. iv. p. 106. 

The following, from the Edinburgh Review,* is an ad- 
mirable specimen of illustrative argument :-~^ 

" A blade which is designed both to shave and to carve, 
will certainly not shave so well as a razor, or carve so well 
as a carving-knife. An academy of paintmg, which should 
also be a bank, would in all probability exhibit very bad 
pictures and discount very bad bills. A gas company, 
which should also be an infant school society, would, we 
apprehend, light the streets ill, and teach the children ill. 
On this principle, we think that government should be or- 
ganized solely with a view to its main eild ; and that no 
pait of its efficiency for that end should be sacrificed in 
order to promote any other end however excellent. 

" But does it follow from hence that governments ought 
never to promote any end other than their main end 1 In 
no wise. Though it is desirable that every institution 
should have a main end, and should be so formed as to be 
m the highest degree efficient for that main end ; yet if 
* No cznix. April. 1839. 
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without any Bacrifice of it» efficiency for that end, it eai 
promote any other good end, it ought to do so. Thus, the 
end for which a hospital is built is the relief of the sick, not 
the beautifying of the street. To sacrifice the health of the 
sick to splendour of architectural effect — to place the 
building in a bad air only that it may present a more com- 
manding front to a great public place — to make the wards 
hotter or cooler than they ought to be, in order that the 
columns and windows of the exterior may please th« 
passersaby, would be monstrous. But if, without any 
sacrifice of the chief object, the hospital can be made an 
ornament to the metropolis, it would be absurd not t« 
make it so. 

" In the same manner, if a government can, without any 
sacrifice of its main end, promote any other good end, it 
ought to do so. The encouragement of th$ fine arts, foi 
example, is by no means the main end of government ; 
and it would be absurd, in constituting a government, to 
bestow a thought on the question, whether it would be a 
government likely to train Raphaels and Domenichiuos. 
But it by no means follow that it is improper for a govern- 
ment to form a national gallery of pictures. The same 
may be said of patronage bestowed on learned men — of 
the publication of archives — of the collecting of libraries, 
menageries, plants, fossils, antiques — of journies and voya- 
ges for purposes of geographical discovery or astronomical 
observation. It is not for these ends that government is 
constituted. But it may well happen that a government 
may have at its command resources which will enable it, 
without any injury to its main end, to serve these collate 
ral ends far more effectually than any individual or an> 
voluntary association could do. If so, government ought 
to serve these collateral ends. 

" It is still more evidently the duty of government to pro- 
mote — always in 6ubordiuation to its main end — every 
thing which is useful as a means for the attaining of that 
main end. The improvemenjt of steam navigation, fot 
example, is by no means a primary object of government. 
But as steam vessels arc useful for the purpose of nationaj 
defence, and for the purpose of facilitating intercourse be- 
tween distant provinces, and thereby consolidating the 
force of the empire, it may be the bounden duty of govern* 
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ment to encourage ingenious men to perfect an iBTention 
which so directly tends to make the state more efficient 
for 'ts great primary end. 

** Now, on both these grounds, the instruction of the 
people may with propriety engage the care of the goyem- 
ment."— Pp. 273—275. 

" We may illustrate our view of the policy which gov- 
ernments ought to pursue with respect to religious instruc- 
tion, by recurring to the analogy of a hospital. Religious 
instruction is not the main end for which a hospital is built t 
and to introduce into a hospital any regulations prejudicial 
to the health of the patients, on the plea of promoting their 
spiritual improvement — to send a ranting preacher to a man 
who has just been ordered by the physician to lie quiet and 
try to get a little sleep — to impose a strict observance of 
Lent on a convalescent who has been advised to eat hear- 
tily of nourishiug food^to direct as the bigoted Pius the 
Fifth actually did, that no medical assistance should be 
given to any person who declined spiritual attendance — 
would be the most extravagant folly. Yet it by no means 
follows that it would not be right to have a chaplain to 
attend the sick, and to pay such a chaplain out of the hos- 
pital funds. Whether it will be proper to have such a 
chaplain at all, and of what religious persuasion such a 
chaplain ought to be, must depend on circumstances. 
There may be a town in which it would be impossible to 
set up a good hospital without the help of people of diffe- 
rent opinions And religious parties may run so high that, 
though people of different opinions are willing to contri- 
bute for the relief of the sick, they will not concur in the 
choice of any one chaplain. The high churchmen insist 
that, if there is a paid chaplain, he shall be a high church- 
man. The evangelicals stickle for an evangelical. Here 
it would evidently be absurd and cri^ to let a useful and 
humane design, about which all arir agreed, fall to the 
ground, because all cannot agree about something else. 
The governors must either appoint two chaplains, and pay 
them both, or they must appoint none : and every one of 
them must, in his individual capacity, do what he can for 
Jhe purpose of providing the sick with such religious in- 
struction and consolation as will, in his opinion, be most 
aseful to them. 
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** We ehould say the same of government. Governmem 
18 not an inatitation for the propagation of religion, any 
more than St. Gco^e*B hospital is an institution for the 
propagation of religion. And the most absurd and pemi« 
cioufl consequences would follow, if government should 
pursue, as its primary end, that which can never be more 
than its secondary end ; though intrinsically more impor-> 
tant than its primary end. But a government which con- 
siders the religious instruction of the people as a secon- , 
dajy end, and follows out that principle faithfully, will, we 
think, be likely to do much good, and little harm."— 
Pp. 275, 276. 

Page 103, [G.] 

** Theirs" (the New-Testament-writers) '* is a history of 
miracles ; the historical picture of the scene in which the 
Spirit of God was poured on all flesh, and signs and won 
ders, visions and dreams, were part of the essentials of 
their narratives. How is all this related 1 With the same 
absence of high colouring and extravagant description with 
which other writers notice the ordinary occurrences of the 
world ! paitly, no doubt, for the like reason, that they were 
really familiar with miracles ; partly, too, because to them 
these miracles had long been contemplated only as sub- 
sepient measures to the great object and business of their 
ministry — the salvation of men's souls. On the sabjecc ol 
miracles, the means to this great end, they speak in calm 
unimpassioned language ; on man's sins, change of heart 
on hope, faith, and charity ; on the objects in short to b* 
effected, they exhaust all their feelings and eloquence 
Their history, from the narrative of our Lord's persecu 
tions to those of Paul, the abomination of the Jews, en 
braces scenes and personages which claim from the ordi 
nary reader a contimlal effusion of sorrow or wonder, e 
indignation. In writers who were friends of the ^wrtiea 
and adherents of the cause for which they did and suffet 
td 80 great thinge, the absence of it is, on ordinary grounds 
mconceivable. Look at the acount even of the crucifixion 
Not one burst of indignation or sympathy mixes with tht 
ietails of the narrative. Stephen the first martyr is stoned 
tnd the account comprised in these few words, * the) 
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•toned Stephen calling upon God, and saying. Lord Je^ntl^ 
receive my spirit.' The varied and immense labours and 
sufferings of the apostles are slightly hinted at, or else re- 
lated in this dry and frigid way. * And when they had 
called the apostles, and beaten them, they commanded 
that they should not speak in the' name of Jesus, and let 
them go.** * And there came thither certain Jews from 
Antioch and Iconium who persuaded the people, and having 
stoned Paul, drew him out of the city, supposing he had 
been dead. Howbeit, as the disciples stood round about 
him, he rose up, and came into the city ; and the next 
day he departed with Barnabas to Derbe.'f Had these au- 
thors no feeling 1 Had their mode of life bereaved them 
of the common sympathies and sensibilities of human na 
ture 1 Read such passages as St. Paul's parting address to 
the elders of Miletus ; the same apostle^is recommendation 
of the offending member of the Corinthian Church to par- 
don ; and, more than all, the occasional bursts of conflict- 
ing feeling, in which anxious apprehension for the' faith 
and good behaviour of his converts is mixed with the 
pleasing recollection of their conversion, and the minister 
and the man are alike strongly displayed ; and it will be 
plain that Christianity exercised no benumbing influence 
on the heart No : their Whole soul was occupied with 
one object, which predominated over all the means sub- 
servient to it, however great those means might be. In 
the storm the pilot* 8 eye ie fixed on the headland which must 
be toedthered ; in the crisis of victory or defeat, the general 
MM only the position to be carried ; and the dead and the 
instruments of death faU around him wjheeded. On the 
salvation of men, on this one point, the witnesses of Christ 
and the ministers of his Spirit, expended all their energy 
of feeling and.expression. All that occurred — mischance, 
persecution and' . miracle — ^were glanced at by the eye ot 
''aith only in subserviency to this mark of the prize of their 
high calling, as working together for good, and all exempt 
from the associations which would attach to such events 
and scenes, when contemplated by themselves, and with 
the short-sightedness of uninspired men. Miracles were 
not to them objeqts of wonder, nor mischances a subject 

• AcU V. 40, 41. t Acts xiv. 19, iW. 
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of sorrow and Ism^tatlon. They did all, they Isnffeted 
all, to the glory of God," London Review, No. II. p. 345. 

Page 150, [H.J 

** First, as to proximity of time, every one knows, that 
any melancholy incident is the more affecting that it is 
recent. Hence it is become common with story-tellers, 
that they may make a deeper impression on the hearers, to 
introduce remarks like these: that the tale which they 
relate is no| old, that it happened but lately, or in theit 
own time, or that they are yet living who had a part in it, 
or were witnesses of it. Proximity of tinje regards not 
only the past but the future. An event that will probably 
soon happen, hath greater influence upon us than what 
will probably happen a long time hence. I have hitherto 
proceeded on the hypothesis, that the orator rouses the 
passions of his hearers, by exhibiting some past transae 
tion ; but we must acknowledge that passion may be as 
strongly excited by his reasonings concerning an event yet 
to come. In the judiciary orations there is greater scope 
for the former, in the deliberative, for the latter ; though 
in each kind there may ocsasionally be scope for both. 
All the seven circumstances enumerated are applicable, 
and have equal weight, whether they relate to the future 
or to th^ past. The only exception that I know of is, that 
probability and plausibility are scarcely distinguishable, 
when used in reference to events in futurity. As in these 
there is no access for testimony, what constitutes the prin- 
cipal distinction is quite excluded. In comparing the in 
fluence of the past upon our minds with that of the future, 
it appears in general, that if the evidence, the importance, 
and the distance of the objects, be equal, the latter will be 
greater than the former. The reason, I imagine, is, we 
are conscious, that as «very moment, the future, which 
seems placed before us, is approaching ; and the past, which 
lies, as it were, behind, is retiring; our nearness or rela- 
tion to the one constantly increaseth as the other decreas- 
eth. There is something like attraction in the first case, 
and repulsion in the second. This tends to interest us more 
in the future than in the past, and consequently to the pre* 
sent view aggrandizes the one, and diminishes the other 
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" What, nevertheless, gives the past a very considerable 
Advantage, is its being generally susceptible of. much 
stronger ^videncc than the future. The lights of the 
mind are, if I may so express myself, in an opposite situa- 
tion to the lights of the body These discover clearly the 
prospect lying before us, but not the ground we have al- 
ready passed. By the memory, on the contrary, that 
great luminary of the mind, things past are exhibited in 
retrospect ;* we have no correspondent faculty to irradiate 
the future ; and even in matters whichfall not within the 
reach of our memory, past events are often clearly disco- 
verable by testimony, and by effects at present existing ; 
whereas we have nothing equivalent to found our argu- 
ments upon in reasoning about things to come. It is for 
this reason that the future is considered as the province of 
conjecture and uncertainty. 

" Local cotmexion, the fifth in the above enumeration, 
hath a more powerful effect than proximity of time. Du- 
ration and space are two things (call them entities, or at- 
tributes, or what you jilease) in some respects the most 
like, and m some respects the most unlike, to one another. 
They resemble in continuity, divisibility, infinity, in theii 
being deemed essential to the existence of other things, 
and in the doubts that have been raised as to their having 
a real or independent existence of their own. They differ 
in that the latter is permanent, whereas the very essence 
of the former consisteth in transitoriness ; the parts of the 
one are all successive, of the other all co-existent. The 
greater portions of time are all distinguished by the me- 
morable things which have been transacted in them, the 
smaller poitions by th^ revolutions of the heavenly bodies : 
the portions of place, great and small, (for we do not here 
consider the regions of the fixed stars and planets,) are 
distinguished by the various tracts of land and water, into 
which the earth is divided and subdivided ; the one dis- 
tinction intelligible, the other sensible ; the one chiefly 
known to the inquisitive, the other in a great measure ob- 
vious to all. 

** Hence perhaps it arises, that the latter is considered as 
a firmer ground of relation than the former. Who is not 
more curious to kaow the notable transactions which have 
happened in his own country from the earliest antiquity, 
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dum to be acqaainted with those which have happened ia 
the remotest regions of the globe during the century 
wherein he lives 1 It most be owned, however, that the 
former circumstance is more frequently aided by that of 
personal relation than the latter. Connexion of place not 
only includes vicinage, but every other local relation, such 
as being in a province under the same government with us, 
in a state that is in alliance with us, in a country well 
known to us, and the like. Of the influence of this con- 
nexion in operating on our passions we have daily proofs 
With how much indifference, at least with how sUght and 
transient emotion, do we read in newspapers the accounts 
of the most deplorable accidents in countries distant and 
unknown ! How much, on the contrary, are we alarmed 
and agitated on being informed that any such accident hath 
happened in our own neighbourhood, and that, even though 
we be totally unacquainted with the persons concerned ! 

" Still greater is the power of rdtUum to the persons 
concerned, which was the sixth circumstance mentioned, 
as this tie is more direct than that which attacheth us to 
the scene of action. It is the persons, not the place, that 
are the immediate objects of the passions, love or hatred, 
pity or anger, envy or contempt. Relation to the actors 
commonly produces an effect contrary to that produced by 
relation to the sufferers, the first in extenuation, the second 
in aggravation, of the crime alleged. The first makes 
for the apologist, the second for the accuser. This, I say, 
is commonly the case, not always. A remote relation to 
the actors, when the offence is heinous, especially if the 
sufferers be more nearly related, will sometimes rather 
aggravate than extenuate the guilt in our estimation. But 
it is impossible with any precision to reduce these effects 
to rules ; so much depending on the different tempers and 
sentiments of different audiences. Personal relations are 
of various kinds. Some have generally greater influence 
than ethers ; some again have greater influence with one 
person, others with another. They are consanguinity, 
affinity, friendship, acquaintance, being fellow-citizens, 
countrymen, of the same surname, language, religion, oc- 
cupation, and innumerable others. 

" But of ail the connexive circumstances, th&most pow* 
crfnl is iMirttt^ which is the last. Of all relations, per- 
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«oi»al relation, \y bringing the object very near, most en- 
livens that sympathy which attaches us to the concerns ol 
others ; interest in the effects brings the object, if I may 
say so, into contact with us, and makes the mind cling to 
it, as a concern of its own. Sympathy is but a reflected 
feeling, and therefore, in ordinary cases, must be weaker 
than the original. Though the mirror be ever so true, a 
lover will not be obliged to it for presenting him with the 
figure of his mistress, when he hath an opportunity of gaz- 
ing on her person. Nor will the orator place his chief 
confidence in the assistance of the social and sympathetic 
affections, when he hath it in his power to arm the selfish 

" Meti universally, from a just conception of the differ- 
ence, have, when self is concerned, given a different name 
to what seems originally the same passsion in a higher 
degree. Injury, to whomsoever offered, is to every man 
that observes it, and whose sense of right is not debau- 
ched by vicious practice, the natural object o( indignatvm. 
Indignation always implies resentment, or a desire of re- 
taliating on the injurious person, so far at least as to make 
him repent the wrong he hath committed. This indigna- 
tion in the person injured, is, from our knowledge of man- 
kind, supposed to be, not indeed universally, but generally 
so much stronger, that it ought to be distinguished by 
another appellation, and is accordingly denominated re- 
ven^e. In like manner, beneficence, on whomsoever ex- 
ercised, is the natural object of our/ove; love always im- 
plies benevolence, or a desire of promoting the happiness of 
the beneficent person ; but this passion in the person bene- 
fited is conceived to be so much greater, and to infer so 
strong an obligatioti to a return of good offices to his be- 
nefactor, that it merits to be distinguished by the title gra- 
titude. Now by this circumstance of interest in the ef- 
fects, the speaker, from engaging pity in his favour, ca« 
proceed to operate on a more powerful principle, self-pre* 
urvation. The benevolence of his hearers he can work up 
into gratitude, their indignation into revenge. 

" The two last-mentioued circumstances, personal rela 
tion and interest, are not without influence, as was hinted 
in the enumeration, though they regard the speaker only, 
and not ihe hearers.- The reason is» a person present with 
ii0« whom we see and hear, and who by words, and looks. 
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and gestures, gives the iiTeliest signs of his feelings, ha* 
the surest and most immediate claim upon our syrapadiy 
We become infected with his passions. We are hurried 
along by them, and not aliowed leisure to distingQish be- 
tween his relation and our relation, his interest and our 
interest." CampbeWs lUietcrie, pp. 184— <190. (b. i. chap 
7. §. 5. parts 4, 5, 6, 7;) 

Pagt 151, [I.] 

A good illustration of what has been said is supplied by 
the following extract from Mr. Milman's Bampton Lec- 
tures, (Lecture VI. p. 269.) " Conceive then the apostles 
of Jesus Christ, the tentmaker or the fisherman, entering, 
as strangers into one of the splendid cities of Syria, Asia 
Minor, or Greece. Conceive them, I mean, as unendowed 
with miraculous powers, having adopted their itinerant 
system of teaching from human motives, and for human 
purposes alone. As they pass along to the remote and ob- 
scure quarter, where they expect to meet with precarious 
hospitality among their countrymen, they survey the 
strength of the established religion, which it is their 
avowed purpose to overthrow. Every where they behold 
temples on which the utmost extravagance of expenditure 
has been lavished by succeeding generations; idols of the 
most exquisite workmanship, to which, even if the religious 
feeling of adoration is enfeebled, the people are strongly 
attached by national or local vanity. They meet proces- 
sions, in which the idle find perpetual occupation, the 
young excitement, the voluptuous a continual stimulant to 
their passions. They behold a priesthood, numerous., 
sometimes wealthy ; nor are these alone wedded by interesi 
to the established faith ; mwnjr of the trades, like those ot 
the makers of silver shrines in Ephesus, are pledged to 
the support of that to which they owe their maintenance 
They pass a magnificent theatre, on the splendour and 
success of which the popularity of the existing authorities 
mainly depends ; and m which the serious exhibitions are 
essentially religious, the lighter, as intimately connected 
with the indulgence of the baser passions. They behold 
another public building, where even worse feelings, the 
cruel and the sanguinary, are pampered by the animating 
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\ of wild beasts and of gladiators, in which they 
themselves may shortly play a dreadul part, 

Butcher'd to make a Roman holyday ! 

Show and Bpectacle are the characteristic enjoyments of 
the whole people, and every show and spectacle is either 
sacred to the religious feelings, or incentive to the lusts 
of the flesh; those feelings which must be entirely eradi- 
cated, those lusts which must be brought into total subjec- 
tion to the law of Christ. They encounter likewise itine- 
rant jugglers, diviners, magicians, who impose upon the 
credulous, and excite the contempt of the enlightened ; in 
the flrst case dangerous rivals to diose who should attempt 
to propagate a new faith by imposture and deception ; in 
the latter, naturally tending to prejudice the mind against 
all miraculous pretensions whatever: here, like Elymas, 
endeavouring to outdo the signs and wonders of the apos- 
tles ; there throwing suspicion on all asserted supernatural 
agency, by the frequency and clumsiness of their delusions. 
They meet philosophers, frequently itinerant like them- 
selves ; or teachers of new religions, priests of Isis and Sc- 
rapie, who have brought into equal discredit what might 
otherwise have appeared a proof of philanthropy, the per- 
forming laborious journeys at the sacrifice of personal ease 
and comfort, for the moral and religious improvement of 
mankind ; or at least have so accustomed the public mind 
to similar pretensions, as to take away every attraction from 
their boldness or novelty. There are also the teachers o{ 
the different mysteries, which would engross all the anxi- 
ety of the inquisitive, perhaps excite, even if they did not 
satisfy, the hopes of the more pure and lofty minded. Such 
must have been among the obstacles which would force 
themselves on the calmer monients of the most ardent ; 
such the overpowering difElculties, of which it would be 
impossible to overlook the importance, or elude the force : 
which required no sober calculation to estimate, no labo 
rious inquiry to discover ; which met and confronted then 
wherever they went, and which, either in desperate pre 
sumption, or deliberate reliance on their own pretcrnatu 
lal powers, they most have contemned and defied. 
" The commencement of their labours whd Jieu9\f di* 
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heartening, and ill calculated to keep aliye the flame ol 
ungrounded enthusiasm. They begin their operations in 
the narrow and secluded synagogue of their own country- 
men. The novelty of their doctrine, and curiosity, secure 
them at first a patient attention ; but as the more ofiensive 
tenets are developed, the most fierce and violent passions 
are awakened. Scorn and hatred are seen working in the 
clouded brows and agitated contenances of the leaders : 
if here and thepe one is pricked to the heart, it requires 
considerable moral courage to acknowledge his conviction ; 
and the new teachers are either cast forth from the indig- 
nant assembly of their own people, liable to all the pun- 
ishments which they are permitted lo inflict, scourged 
and beaten ; or, if they succeed in forming a party, they 
give rise to a furious schism ; and thus appear before the 
heathen with the dangerous notoriety of having caused a 
violent tumult, and broken the public peace by their tur- 
bulent and contentious harangues : at all events, disclaimed 
by that very people on whose traditions they profess to build 
their doctines, and to whose Scriptures they appeal in jus- 
tification of their pretensions. They endure, they persevere, 
they continue to sustam the contest against Judaism and 
paganism. It is still their deliberate, ostensible, and 
avowed object to overthrow all this vast system of Idola- 
try ; to tear up by the roots all ancient prejudices ; to si- 
lence shrines, sanctified by the veneration of ages as ora- 
cular ; to consign all those gorgeous temples to decay, and 
all those images to contempt ; to wean the people from 
every barbarous and dissolute amusement."* ♦*♦♦♦•♦ 
" But in one respect it is impossible now to conceive 
the extent, to which the apostles of the crucified Jesus 
shocked all the feelings of mankind. The public estab- 
lishment of Christianity the' adoration of ages, the reve- 
rence of nations, has thrown around the cross of Christ an 
indelible and inalienable sanctity. No effort of the ima- 
gination can dissipate the illusion of dignity which has 
gathered round it; it has been so long dissevered from all 
Its coarse and humiliating associations, that it cannot be 
east back and desecrated into its state of opprobrium and 
contempt. To the most danng unbeliever among our- 
selves, it is the symbol, the absurd, and irrational, he may 
conceive, but stiU the ancient and venerable symbol of a 
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powerful and influential religion : what was it to the Jew 
and to the heathen 1 the basest, the most degrading punish- 
ment of the lowest criminal ! the proverbial terror of the 
wretched' slave ! It was to them, what the most despica- 
ble and revolting instrument of public execution is to us. 
y^ to the cross dT Christ, men turned from deities in 
which were embodied every attribute of strength, power, 
and dignity ; in an incredibly short space of time, mul- 
titudes gave up the splendour, the pride, and the power of 
paganism, to adore a Being who was thus humiliated be- 
neath the meanest of mankind, who had become, ac- 
cording to the literal interpretation of the prophecy, a very 
tcom of men, and an outcast of the people.*' Aid. p. 279. 

Page 155, [K.] 

" Such is our yoke and ow burden ! Let him, who has 
(bought it too hard and to heavy to bear, be prepared to 
state it boldly when he shall appear side by side with the 
poor and mistaken lAdian before the throne of God at the 
day of judgment. The poor heathen may come forward 
with his wounded limbs and weltering body, saying, * I 
thought thee an austere master, delighting in the miseries 
of thy creatures, and I have accordingly brought thee the 
torn remnants of a body which I have tortured in thy 
service.' And the Christian will come forward, and say, 
• I knew that thou didst die to save me from such suffer 
ings and torments, and that thou only commandest me to 
keep my body in temperance, soberness and chastity, and 
I thought it too hard for me ; and I have accordingly 
brought thee the refuse and sweepings of a body that has 
been corrupted and brutalized in the service of profligacy 
and drunkenness-^-even the body which thou didst declare 
should be the temple of thy Holy Spirit.* The poor In- 
dian, will, perhaps, show his hands, reeking with the 
blood of his children, saying, * I thought this was the sac- 
rifice withf which God was well pleased :' and you, ikt 
Christian wiU come forward with blood upon thy hands 
also, * I knew that thou gavest thy son for my sacrifice, 
and commandest me to lead my offspring ia the way of 
everlasting life ; but the command was too hard for me, 
to teach them thy statutes and to set them my humble ex- 
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ample : I have let them go the broad way to destnieliott, 
and their blood is upon my hand — and my heart— and my 
head.' The Indian will come forward, and say, * behold I 
am come from the wood, the desert, and the ^Idemess, 
where I fled from the cheerful society of my fellow mor- 
tals, because I thought it was pleasing* in thy sight.' And 
the Christian will come forward, and say, * Behdd I come 
from my comfortable home and the communion of my 
brethren, which thou hast graciously permitted me to en- 
joy ; but I thought it too hard to give them a share of those 
blessings which thou hast bestowed upon me ; I thought 
it too hard to give them a portion of my time, my trouble, 
my fortune or my interest ; I thought it too hard to keep 
my tongue from cursing and reviling, my heart from hn 
tred, and my hand from violence and revenge.' What will 
be the answer of the Judge to the poor Indian none can 
presume to say. That he was sadly mistaken in the means 
of salvation, and that what he had done could never pur- 
chase him everlasting life, is beyond a doubt ; but yet the 
Judge may say, * Come unto me, thou heavy-laden, and I 
will give thee the rest which thou conldst not purchase for 
thyself.' But, to the Christian, < Thou, who hadst my 
easy yoke, and my light burden ; thou, for whom all was 
already purchased: — —Thank God! it is not yet pro- 
nounced :— -begone ! and fly for thy life !' " Wclfe't Ser- 
mons {Remainiy) Sermon X. pp. 371 — 373, 

** Suppose it were suddenly revealed to any one among 
you that he, and he alone, of all that walk upon the face 
of this earth, was destined to receive the benefit of his 
Redeemer's atonement, and that all the rest of mankind 
was lost — and lost to all eternity : it is hard to say wha* 
would be the first sensation excited in that man's mind by 
the intelligence. It is indeed probable it would be joy — 
to think that all his fears respecting his eternal destiny 
were now no more ; that all the forebodings of the mind 
and misgivings of the heart — all the solemn stir \f hich we 
feel rising within us whenever we look forward to a dark 
futurity — to feel that all these had now subsided for ever 
-—to know that he shall stand in the everlasting sunshine 
of the love of God ! It is perhaps impossible that all this 
snould not call forth an immediate feeling of delight i but 
if you wish the sensation to continue, you must go to tiw 
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wilderness ; you must beware how you some within sight 
of a human beings or within sound of a human voice ; you 
must recollect that you are new alone upon the earth ; o]^ 
if you want society, you -had better look for it among the 
beasts of the field than among the ruined species to which 
you belong ; unless indeed the Almighty, in pity to your 
desolation, should send his angels before the ai^mted 
time, that you might learn to forget in their society the 
outcast objects of your former sympathies. But to go 
abroad into human society — ^to walk amongst Beings who 
are now no longer your fellow-creatures — to feel the char- 
ity of your common nature rising in your heart, and to 
have to crush it within you like a sin— *to reach forth your 
hand to perform one of the the common kindnesses of hu- 
manity, and to find it withered by the recollection, that 
however you may mitigate a present pang, the everlasting 
pang is irrevenible ; to turn away . in despair from these 
ohildren whom you have now come to bless and to save 
<we hope and trust both here and for ever !) — perhaps it 
would be too much for you; at ail events, it would be 
hard to state a degree of exertion within the utmost range 
of human energy, or a degree of pain within the farthest 
limit of human endurance, to which you would not submit, 
that you might have one companion on your lonely way 
from this world to the mansions of happiness. But suppose, 
at that moment, that the angel who brought the first intel- 
ligence returns to tell you that there are Beings upon this 
earth who may yet be saved — that he was be£ore mistaken, 
no matter how — perhaps he was your guardian angel, and 
darted from the throne of grace with the intelhgence of 
youF salvation without waiting to hear the fate of the rest 
of mankind — no matter how — but he comes to tell you 
that there are Beings upon the earth who are within the 
reach of your Redeemer*s love, and of your own— that 
some of them are now before you, and their everlasting 
destiny is placed in your hands ; then, what would first 
occur to your mind 1— privations— dange»— difficulties 1 
No ; but you would say. Lord, what shall I do 1 shall I 
traverse earth and sea, through misery and torment, that of 
those whom thou hast given me I nu*y not lose onef* 
Aid. Sena. XI. pp. 391^393. 
26 
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In Dr. Campbell's ingenious dissertation i^Rketcrie, book 
li. eh. vii.) " on the causes that nonsense often eseapes 
being detected, both by the writer and the reader," he r<h 
mar£9> (see. 3.) that " there are particularly three sorts ol 
writing, wherein we are liable to be imposed upon by 
words without meaning.^ 

** The first is, where there is an exuberance of metaphor. 
Nothing is more certain than that this trope, when tern 
perately and appositely used, serves to add light to the 
expression, and energy to the sehtmient On the contrary, 
when vaguely and intemperately used, nothing can serve 
more effectually to cloud the sense, where there is sense, 
and by consequence to conceal the defect, where there is 
jno sense to show. And this is the case, not only where 
there is in the same sentence a mixture of discordant me- 
taphors, but also where the metaphoric style is too long 
continued, and too far pursued. [ UtmoMcw auUm aiitte 
cpportunus irafulaiionu nctM iUuUrat ortOumem : ita fre- 
quenSf et cbtcwrat et tadio amgdet / continmu vera in aOe" 
goriam et anipnaUi exit, Quint, lib. viii. e. vi.] The 
reason is obvious. In common speech the words are the 
immediate signs of the tiiought. But it is not so here ; 
lor when a person, instead of adopting metaphors that 
come natural^ and opportunely in his way, rummages the 
whole world in quest of them, and piles them one upon 
another, when he cannot so properiy be 6ai4 to use meta* 
phor, as to talk in metaphor, or rather, when from meta?- 
phor he runs into allegory, and thence into enigma, bis 
words are not the inmiediate signs of his thought ; they 
are at best but the signs of the signs of his thought. His 
writing may then be called, wlmt Spenser not unjustly 
styled his Fairy Queen, a perpetual aUegpry or dark eon^ 
eeit. Most readers will account it much to bestow a tran* 
sient glance on the literal sense, which lies nearest ; but 
will never think c»f that meaning more remote, which the 
figures themselves are intended to signify. Itis«o wonder 
then that this sense, for the discovery of which it is neces* 
■ary to see through a double veil, should* where it is, moi* 
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re«dily>8cape our observation j and that where it » wanting 
we shoald not so quickly miss it." ♦*•♦*♦♦•♦•♦ 
** There^is, in respect of the two meanings^ considerable 
yariety to be found in the tropical Style. In just allegory 
and similitude there is always a propriety, or, if you choose 
to call it, congruity, in the literal sense, as weU as a dis- 
tinct meaning or sentiment suggested, which is called the 
figurative sense. Examples of thisare unnecessary. Again, 
where the figurative sense is unexceptionable, there is 
sometimes an incongruity in the expression of the literal 
sense. This is always the case in mixed meiaphor, a thing 
not unfrequent even in good writers. Thus, when Addi- 
8oA remariLs that * there is not a single view of human na- 
ture, which is not sufficient to extinguish the teeds of pride,' 
he expresses a true sentiment somewhat incongruously ; 
for the the terms extingudth and teedt here metaphorically 
used, do not suit each other. In like manner, there is 
something incongruous in the mixture of tropes employed 
in the following passage from Loi^ Bolingbroke : < Nothing 
less than the hearts of his people will content a patriot 
Prince, nor will he think his throne established, till it is 
established there.' Yet the thought is excellent. But in 
neither of these examples doesithe incong^ity of the ex- 
pression hurt the perspicuity of the sentence. Sometimes, 
indeed, the literal meaning mvolves a direct absurdity 
When this is the case, as in the quotation from The prin- 
ciples of Painting given in the preceding chapter, it is na- 
tural for the reader to suppose that there must be some- 
thing under it ; for it is not easy to say how absurdly even 
just sentiments will sometimes be expressed. But when 
no such hidden sense can be discovered, what, in the first 
view conveyed to our minds a glaring absurdity, is rightly 
on reflection denominated nonsense, "We are satisfied 
that De Piles neither thought, nor wanted his readers to 
think, that Rubens was really the original performer, and 
God the copier. This then was not his meaning. But 
what he actualljr thought and wanted them to thi^, it is 
impossible to elicit from his words. His words then may 
uistly be styled bold, in respect of their literal import, but 
unmeaning in respect of the author's intention. 
" It may be proper here, to observe, that some are apt 
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to conlound the terms ahm/rdity and nonwiiM as BynoDjr* 
mous ; which they manifestly are not. An absordity, in 
the strict acceptation, is a proposition either intuitively or 
demonstratively false. Of this kind are these /'Three 
and two make seven.' ' All the angles of a triangle are 
greater than two right angles.' That the former is false 
we know by intuition ; that the latter is so» we are able to 
demonstrate. But the term is further extended to denote 
a notorious falsehood. If one should affirm, that at the 
vernal equinox the sun rises in the north and sets in the 
south,' we should not hesitate to say, that he advances an 
absurdity ; but still what he affirms has a meaning ; inso 
much, that on hearing the sentence we pronounce its fal- 
sity. Now nonMnu is that whereof we cannot say either 
that it is true, or that it is false. Thus, when th^ Teuto- 
nic Theosopher enounces, that *all the voices of the ce 
lestial joyfulness, qualify, commix, and harmonize in the 
fire which was from eternity in the good quali^,' I should 
think it equally impertinent to aver the falsity as the truth 
of this enunciation. For, though the words grammatically 
form a sentence, they exhibit to the understanding no 
judgment, and consequently admit neither assent nor dis- 
sent. In the former instances I say the meaning, or what 
they affirm, is absurd ; in the last instance I say there is 
no meaning, and therefore properly nothing is affinaed. 
In popular language, I own, the terms absurdity and non* 
sense are not so accurately. distinguished. ^ Absurd posi- 
tions are sometimes called nonsensical Itlsnotcommon^ 
on the other hand, to say of downright nonsense, that it 
comprises an absurdity. 

** Further, in the literal sense there may be nothing unr 
suitable, and yet the reader may be at a loss to find a' 
figurative meaning, to which his expressions can with 
justice be applied. Writers immoderately attached to the 
florid, or highly figured diction, are often misled by a de- 
sire of flourishing on the several attributes of a metaphor 
which they have pompously ushered into the discourse, 
without taking the trouble to examine whether there be 
any qualities in the subject, to which these attributes can 
with justice and perspicuity be applied. This immoderate 
use of metaphor," Dr. Campbell observes, "is the princi 
pal source of all the nonsense oT Orators and Poets 
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•• The second Bpecies of writing wherein we are liable 
to be imposed on by words without meaning, is that 
wherein the terms most frequently occurring, denote 
things which are of a complicated nature, and to which 
the mind is not sufficiently familiarized. Many of those 
notions which are called by Philosophers mixed modes, 
come under this denomination. Of these, the instances 
are numerous in every tongue : such as government, churehf 
9tatey eonstitutifm, polity f power, commerce, UgUkawretJu- 
rudiction, proportion, eymmetry, elegance. It will consi- 
derably inciease the danger of our being deceived by an 
unmeaning use of fluch terms, if they are besides (as very 
often they are) of so^ indeterminate, and consequently 
equivocal, signification, that a writer, unobserved either by 
himself or by his reader, may slide from one sense of the 
term to another, till by degrees he fall into such applica- 
tions of it as will make no sense at .all. It deserves our 
notice also, that we are in much greater danger of termi- 
nating in this, if the different meanings of the .same word 
have some affinity to one another, than if they have none. 
In the latter case, when there is no affinity, the transition 
from one meaning to another is taking a very wide step, 
and what few writers are in any danger of; it is, besides, 
what will not so readily escape the observation of the 
reader. So much for the second cause of deception, which 
is the chief source of all the nonsense of writers on politics 
and criticism. 

*< The third and last, and, I may add, the principal spe- 
cies of composition, wherein we are exposed to this illu- 
sion by the abuse of words, is that in which the terms em- 
ployed are veiy abstract, and consequently of very exten- 
sive signification. It is an observation that plainly ariscth 
from the nature and structure of language, and may be de- 
duced as a corollary from what hath been said of the use 
of artificial signs, that the more general any name is, as it 
comprehends the more individuals under it, and conse- 
quently requires the more, extensive knowledge in the 
mind that would rightly apprehend it, the more it must 
have of indistinctness and obscurity. Thus the word lion 
M more distinctly apprehended by the mind than the word 
kttttt, beast than animal, animal than being. But there is 
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m what are called abstract subjects, a still greater fand 
of obscurity, than that arising from the frequent mention 
of the most general terms. Names must be assigned to 
those qualities as considered abstractedly, which never 
subsist independently, or by themselyes, but which consti- 
tute the generic characters and the specific differences of 
things. And this leads to a manner which is in many in« 
stances remote from the common use of speech, and there- 
fore must be of more difficult conception." (Book ii. sec. 2. 
pp. 102, 103.) 

It is truly to be regretted that an author who has written 
so justly on this subject, should, within a few pages, so 
strikingly exemplify the errors he has been treating of, by 
indulging in a declamation against Logic, which could 
not even to himself have conveyed anf distinct meaning. 
When he says that a man who had learned Logic was 
** qualified, without any other kind of knowledge, to de- 
fend any position whatever^ however contradictory to com- 
mon sense ;" and that ** that art observed the most abso- 
lute indifierence to truth and error," he cannot mean that 
a ^alse conclusion could be logically proved from true pre- 
mises ; since ignorant as he was of the subject, be waa 
aware, and has in another place distinctly adinowledged, 
that this is not the case ; nor could he mean merely that a 
false conclusion could be proved from a false premiss, since . 
that would evidently be a nugatory and ridiculous objection. 
He seems to have had, in truth, no metxning at aU ; though 
like the authors he had been so ably criticising, he was per- 
fectly unaware of the emptiness of what he was saying. 

Pagt 222^ [M.] 

*^ Moses stretched forth his hand, and the waters were 
divided, and became a wall unto the children of Israel on 
the right hand and on the left. Moses smote the rock 
with his rod, and the waters flowed withal, and the chil- 
dren of Israel were refreshed in the wilderness, and were 
saved from death. But what was there in the arm of 
Moses, that the «ea should obey it and stand still 1 Or 
what in the rod of Moses, that it should turn the flinty 
tack into a liriog fountain 1 Let me freely, though levc* 
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jKntly speak to you of the patriarch Moses. He was in- 
deed great, because he was indeed 'good, in his genera- 
tion. But except in the matter of his goodness — except 
in his superior faith and trust in his Maker — except in his 
more ready obedience to the holy desires which the Spirit 
of the Lord inspired into his soul, he was no more than 
the rest of the Israelites, and the rest of men. Like them, 
like us, Ijke every human being that is bom of woman, he 
was compassed with infirmities, and tried with afflictions, 
and subject to terror, and surrounded nvith sorrow. Of 
himself he was able to do nothing, but all the mighty acts 
which he did, he did because * it was God which worked 
in him both to will and to do of his good pleasure,' and 
because Moses did not resist the will of God, or neglect or 
abuse the power with which he was endued. If to the 
Jew God was very liberal, we have the promise of his 
beloved Son, that to Christians, in all spiritual and neces- 
sary things, he will be still more so. Over the world* 
without us he will perhaps give us no power— because we 
are not called upon to save a people. But we are called 
upon to save ourselves, and he toiU give us a power oyer 
the rebellious world that is within us. Stretch forth but 
your hands in faith and sincerity to God, and surely he 
will separate between you and your lusts. He will divide 
the tumultuous sea of your passions, and open for you a 
way to escape from your enemies into the land of eternity. 
He will cause the waves thereof to stand still and hartfiless 
on your right hand and on your left, and make you to walk 
in safety and unhurt through the overflowings of ungodli- 
ness, which, without his controlling arm, would have 
drowned your souls in perdition and destruction. Be ye 
never so faint and weary in the wilderness of sin, yet if 
i^ humility you smite upon your breast, -and say, God be 
merciful to me a smner ! he will melt the stony heart 
within you, and turning it intoafonntainof piety and love 
-~of love to man and love to your Maker — refresh yon 
with the living waters of the comfort of the Spirit, and 
strengthen you by its power for your pilgrimage through 
Kfe.** Benson'B First Couru of Htdtean Ledum far 
1890. Lect. XIV. pp. 344-^346. 
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Page 262, [N.] 

" For the benefit of those who are desirous of ^ettiac 
over their bad habits, and discharging that important part 
of the sacred oflSce, the Reading the Litui^cy with due de- 
corum, I shall first enter into a minute examination oi 
some parts of the Service, and afterwards deliver the rest, 
accompanied by such mflrks as will enable the reader, in « 
riiort time, and with moderate pains, to make himself mas- 
ter of the whole. 

** But first, it will be necessary to explain the marks 
which you will hereafter see throughout the rest of this 
course. They are of two kinds ; one, to point put the em- 
phatic words, for which I^all use die Grave accent of 
the Greek, f]- 

« The- other to point out the different pauses or stops, 
for which I shall use the following marks : 

** For the shortest pause, marking an incomplete line« 
thus'. 

" For the second, double the time of the former two' 

" And for the third or full stop, three'''. 

*< When I would mark a pause, longer than any belong 
ing to the usual stops, it shall be by two horizontal lines 
as thus =. 

" When I would point out a syllable that is to be dwelt 
on some time, I shall use this-, or a short horizontal ovei 
the SyUable. 

"When a Syllable should be rapidly uttered, thus*, 
or a curve turned upwards; the i)sual mturks of long and 
short in Prosody. 

« The exhortation I have often heard delivered in the 
following manners 

" • Dearly beloved brethren, the Scripture moveth us in 
sundry places to acknowledge and confess oor manifold 
sins and wickedness. And that we should not. dissemble 
nor cloke them before the face of Ahnighty Grod our 
Heavenly Father^ but confess them with an humble, lowly, 
penitent and obedient heart, to the end that we may ob- 
tain forgiveness of the same, by his infinite goodness and 
mercy. And although we ought at all tines humbly ta 
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•ekii6wledge our Bins before God» yet ought we mote 
ehiefly s5 to do, when we aBsemble and meet together. 
To render thinks for the great benefits we have received 
at his hands, to set forth his most worthy pjraise, to hear 
his most holy word, and to ask those things that are 
requisite and necessary, as well for the body as the soul. 
Wherefore I pray and beseech you, as many as are here 
present, to accompany me with a pure heart and homble 
' voice to the throne of the heavenly ^raee, saying afi«r me.* 
'* In the latter part of the first period, < but confess them 
with an humble, lowl^, penitent and obediettt heart, to the 
end that we may obtam foociveness of the same, by his in- 
finite goodness and mercy,' there are several faults commit* 
ted. In the first place, the four epithets preceding the word 
' heart,' are huddled together, and pronounced in a mono- 
tone, disagreeable to the ear, and enervating to the sense ; 
whereas each word rising in force' above the other, ought 
to be marked by a proportional rising of the notes in the 
voice ; and, in the last, there should be such a note used 
as would declare it at the same time to be the last — < with 
an humble lowly' penitent and obddient heart,' &c. At 
first view it may appe^*} that the words ' humble' and 
* lowly' are synonomous ; but the word * lowly,' certainly 
implies a greater, degree of humiliation than the word 
' humble.' The word * penitent' that follows, is of strong- 
er import than either ; and the word * obedient,' signify- 
ing a perfect resignation to the will of God, in consequence 
of our humiliation and repentance, furnishes the climax. 
But if the climax in the words be not accompanied by a 
suitlLble climax in the notes of the voice, it cannot be made 
manifest. In the following part of the sentence, < to the 
end that we may obtain' forgiveness of the sim^' there 
are usually three emphases laid on the. words, end, o6tat«H 
aatne, where there should not be any, and the only empha- 
tic word, forgivHUu, is slightly passed over ; whereas it 
should be read — * to the end that we may obtain forgiv^ 
ness of the same,' keeping the words, obtain, and forgivt'- 
fwss, closely together, and not disuniting them, both to the 
prejudice of the Sense and Cadence, &c. &c. 
: '* I shall now read the whole, it the manner I have re- 
commended ; and if yoa will give attention to the mariuia 
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fim will be reminded of the manner, when yon come tt 
practise in your private readin/^. ' Dearly beldired bre* 
thren ! =The Scripture moveth nef in sundry places' to 
acknowledge and confess onr manifold sins and wicked- 
ness, and that we should not dissemble nor cloke them' 
before the face of Almighty God' our -He&venly Fa- 
ther" but confess them' with an humbl^ lowly' penitent' 
and obedient heart' to the end that we may obtain forgive- 
ness of the sam^ by his infinite goodness and merdy^. 
And although we ought at ill times' humbly to acknow- 
ledge our sus before Gbd" yet ought we most chiefly so 
to do when we assemble and meet together' to render 
thanks' for the great benefits we have received at his 
bands'' to set forth' his most worthy praise" to h^ar hit 
most h61y word" and to ask those things' which are requi- 
site and necessary' as well for the body' as the soul'". 
Wherefore I pray and beseech yoii as mkaj as are here 
present' to acompany mi with a pi!ire heart' and hiimble 
voic^ to the throne of the heavenly grac^ saying,* &c.** 
JSuridan, Art of Reading Proae. 

The generality of the remarks respecting the way in 
which each passage of the Litgigy should be read, are 
correct ; though the mode recommended for attaining the 
proposed end is totally different from what is suggested in 
the present treatise. In some points, however, the author 
is mistaken as to the emphatic words : e. g. in the Lord's 
Prayer, he directs the following pasrage to be read thus ; 
** thy will' b^ done on earth' as it Is' in Heaven," with the 
emphasis on the words ** be" and ** is ;*' these, however, 
are not the emphatic words, and do not even exist in the 
Original Greeks but are supplied by the translator ; the 
latter of them might, indeed, be omitted altogether, with- 
out any detriment to the sense ; « thy will be done, as in 
Heaven, so abo on earth," which is a more literal trans- 
Ution, is perfectly intelligible. A passage in the second 
Commandment again, he directs to be read, according in- 
deed to the usual mode, both of reading and pointing it, 
•— ** visit the sins of the fathers' upon the children' unto 
the third and fourth generation of them that h&te me >** 
which mode of reading destroys the sense, by making a 
! at ** children," and none at " generation ;*' for this 
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implies that the third and fourth generations, who snfier 
these judgments, are themtehu anch as hate the Lord, in- 
stead of being merely, as is meant to be expressed, the 
children of such ; " of them that hate me," is a genitive 
governed not by "generation," but by "children:" it 
should be reaii (acoording to Sheridan's marks) ** visit the 
sins of the farthers' upon the children unto to the third and 
fourth generation of them that hate me :" t. e. visit the 
sins of the fethers who hate me, upon the the third .and 
fourth generations of their descendants. The same sanc- 
tion is given to an Equally common fault in reading thf) 
fifth Commandment ; " that thy days may be long in the 
land' which the Lord thy God giveth thee :" the pause 
should evidently be at "long,** not at "land.** No one 
would say in ordinary conversation, *' I hope you will find 
enjoyment in the garden' — ^which you have planted." He 
has also stran^ .ly omitted an emphasis on the word 
** covet," in the lenth Commandment. He has, however, 
in the negative or prohibitory commands avoided the com- 
mon fault of accenting the word " not.** And here it may 
be worth while to remark, that in some cases the Copula 
ought to be made the emphatic word ; (t. e. the " is,** if 
the proposition be affirmative, the " not" if negative ;) 
viz. where the proposition may be considered as in oppo- 
sition to its contradictory,* If, e. g. it had been a ques- 
tion whether we ought to steal or not, the commandment, 
in answer to that, would have been rightly pronounced, 
" thou shalt not steal :" but the question being, tohat things 
we are forbidden to do, the answer i% that " to steal" is 
one of them, " thou shalt not tteal.** In such a case as 
this, the proposition is considered as opposed, not to its 
contradictory, but to one with a different Predicate : the 
question being, not, tchich Copula (negative or affirmative) 
shall be employed, but what shall be affirmed or denied of 
the subject : e. g. " it is lawful to beg ; but not to steal :** 
m such a case, the Preduate, not the Copula, will be the 
emphatic word. 

* Nor 18 this properly an exception to the above role ; for in snob 
eases, that which is expressed aa the Copula, is, in sense the Predi 
cate ; the question being in fact whether *' trae" or *' fslse*' shaC 
be predicated of a certain auertion. * 
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One fault wordi noeicia^ on accountof its eotntnomien^ 
10 the plamng of the emi^aaia on *'«i€tgft&otir*' in the ninth 
ignd tenth eommandDientB ; as if there might be some per- 
sons precluded from the benefit of the prohibitions. One 
would think the man to whom our Loid addressed the 
parable of the good Samaritan, had been used to thismode 
of delivery^ by his asking ** tuiA who is my ndghhamr %" 

The nmal pronunciation of one part of the " Apostles' 
Greed*' is probably founded on some misapprehension ot 
the sense of it* : *' The holy Catholic Church, the Com- 
munion of Saints,'* is commonly read as if these were two 
distinct articles ; instead of the latter clause being merely 
an explanation of the former : " The holy Catholic Church, 
[viz.] the Communion of Saints. 

* See Sir F«ter (eflenrardB Lord) King*a Biitoty of the Apostls^ 
Cs«ed J a work much more Talaable (in proportiow to its size) fkm 
■oat taat are studied by theologiani 
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TO SOME OF THE PRINCIPAL WORDS. 



AonoN, part iv. dh^Jy. § i. 

AdversarieB, (testimony of,) 
p. i. ch. ii. § 4. 

Analogy, p. i. ch. ii. $ 6. 

Antithesis, p. iii. ch. ii. § 14. 

A priori, (aigument,) p. i. 
ch. ii. § 2. 

Approach, (argument hy,) p. 
1. ch. ii. § 5. 

Argument, (distingnished 
from proposition,) p. i. ch, 
i. § 3. 

—satisfactory and com- 
pulsory, p. i. ch. iii. § 1. 

Arrangement, (of _ argu- 
ments,) p. i. ch. iii. § 4. 

■ of words,^ p. iii. ch. 

i. § 3 and ch. ii. § U. 

Bashfulness, (in public 
speaking,) p. iv. ch. iv. § 
2. 

Belief, (coincident with dis- 
belief,) p. i. ch. ii. § 4. 

Burden of proof, p. i. ch. iii. 
§2. 

Cause, (argument Orom,) p^ 
i. ch. ii. § 2. 



CHiances, (calculation of^ p 

i. ch ii. § 4. 
Character, (of Speaker,) pk. 

ii. ch. i. § 3. and ch. iii 

Climax, p. u. ch. u. § 4. 
Common-Sense, p. i. eh. ii 

§6. 
Comparison, (use of, in ex 

«iti i|: any feeling,) p. ii 

eh. lu § 4. 
— — or Simile, p. iii. eh. 

ii. § 3. 
Composition, (fallacy of,) p. 

i. ch. ii. § 4. 
Conciseness, p. iii. ch. iL 

§7. 
Conclusion, (when to come 

first,) p. i. ch. iii. § 5. 
Conscious (manner,) p. ir 

ch iv. § 2 p.^ 287, note. 
Conviction, (disdnguished 

from Fersttasion,) p. ii 

ch. i. § 1. 
Credulity, (coincident with 

Incredulity,) p. i. ch. ii 

§4. 
Crowded (style,) p. iii. eh 

ii. $ 9. 
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Delivery, p. iv. ch. iv. § 1. 
Direct (Argument,) p. i. ch. 

ii. § 1. and ch. iii. § 6. 
DiTersion of Feelings, p. ii. 

eh. it. § 6. 
Dividing (a question,) p. i. 

ch. iii. § 4. 

Effect, (Argument from,) p. 

i. ch. ii. § 3. 
Elegance (of Style,) p. iii. 

ch. iii. § 1, 2. 
Emphasis, p. iv. ch. ii. § 9. 
Energy (of Style,) p. iii. ch. 

ii. § 1, &c. 
Epithets, p. iii. ch. ii. § 4. 
Example, p. i. ch. ii. 6. 
' (corresponding to a 

geometrical) diagram, p. 

i. ch. ii. § 7. 
Exercises, Introd. § 5. 
Experience, (Argument 

from) p. i. ch. li. \ 6.^ 
*— — Authoriqr^ derrred 

from, p. ii. ch. iii. § 5. 

Fact, (matters of,) p. i. ch. 

ii. §4. and ch. iii. § 3. 
Peelings, (apt to faH short of 

what the occasion calls 

for,) p. ii. ch. i. § 2. 
Fine delivery, p. iv. ch. iii. 

§4. 
Gender, p. iii. ch. ii. § 2. 
General terms, p. iii. ch. ii. 

§1. 
Good-will, (essential to the 

Speaker's character,) p. ii. 

ch. iii. § 3. 
niustration, p. i< ch. ii. § 7. 

and ch. Iii. 4 3. 
Imagination, p. ii. ch. ii. { 2. 



Imitation, p. iii. ch. iL ^ft 
Inconsistency, p. iL ch. iii 

Indirect (Arguments), p. i. 

ch. ii. § 1. and ch. iii. % 7. 
Induction, p. i ch. ii. \ 6. 
Instruction (distinguished 

from Conviction strictly 

so called), p. i. ch. i. § 1. 
Integrity (of the speaker's 

chracter), p. ii. ch, iii. § 3. 
Interrogation, p. iii. ch. ii 

§15. 
Ironical form, p. i. ch. iii 

§7. . 

Loose sentences, p. lit. ch. 
ii. § 12. 



Metaphor, p. iii. ch. ii. 
Metonomy, p. iii. ch. ii. 



Number of words, (enei 
" pem* 
u. § 7. 



Objections, p. i. ch. iii. § 7. 
Opinion (see Fact.) 
Oratoiy, (spurious,) p. lit 
ch. i. § 4, 5, 6. 

Faley, (Hone PaulinflB,) pi L 
ch. ii. § 4. and p. i. <& iiL 

§1. 
Paradox, p. i. ch. lit. \ 3. 
Farity'of reasoning, p. i. eh. 

ii. § 6. 
Party-Spirit, p. ii. ch. iii 

§3. 
Passions, p. ii. oh. i 4 3. 
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Natural delivery, p. iv. eh. 
ii. iii. &e. 



dependent on,) p. iii. eh. 
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Pextodfl, p lii. ch. iL $ 12. 

Personification, p. iii. ch ii. 

§3. 
Perspicuitsr, p. iii. ch.i. §2. 

Persuasion, (analysis of,) p. 

ii. cli. i. § ] . 
Plain, (ambiguity of the 

word,) p. iii. oh. L $3. 
Plausible, p. i. ch. iL § 2. 
Poetry, (chamteristic oO P- 

iii. ch. iii $ 3. 
Practice (in composition,). 

Introd. § 5, 
Presumptions, p. L ch. iii. 

§2. 
Prolixity p. iii. ch. i. § 2. 

and ch. ii. § 7. 
Proper terms, p. iii. ch. iL 

§1. 
Propositions, (to find,) part 
i. ch. L § 3. 

Reading, p.^ iv. -ch. i. § 3. 

and ch. iii. § 1. 
Recapitulation, p. i. di. iii. 

§9. 
Recitation, p. iv. ch. iv. 

§2. 
Refutation, p. u ch. iii. § 7. 

-.too forcible, J 8. 

Repetition, (conducive to 

perspicuity,) p. m. ch. i. 

5 2. 

Rhetoric, (why in greater 
repute among the An- 
cients,) Introd. § 3, 4. 

Rhetoxacxag (art of, practi- 



' sed by a wise mail oo 
himself,) p. ii. ch. L $ 2. 

Sermons, (common-place,) 
p. iiL ch. 3. § 2. 

Sequence, (physiciA and lo- 
gical,) p. i. eh. ii. § 3. 

Sign, p. i. ch. ii. § 3. 

Simile, p- iiL ch. ii. § 3. 

Sound, (imitative,) p. iii 
ch. ii. § 5. 

Speaking^ (distinguished 
from Readmg,) p. iv. ch. 
i. § 3. and ch. iiL § i 

Subjects, (for learners,) In- 
trod. § 5. 

Substantives, (excessive use 
of,) p. iii. ch. ii § 9 

Suggestive (Style,) p. iii 
ch. iL § 8. 

Sympathy, (reflex,) p. hr 
ch. iiL § 8. 

Tautology, p. iiL eh. iL § S 
Technical terms, p. iii. ch 

ii. § 6. 
Testimony, p. i ch. ii. § 4. 
Theologiccd Style p. iiL ch. 

ii. § 6. 
Tone, p. iv. ch. i. § 3, note^ 

and ch. ii. § 2. 
Tradition, p. i. ch. iii. $ 2. 
Tropes, p. iii ch. iL § 2. 

. Verbosity, p. iii. ch. ii, ^ 8 

Waiving (a question,) p. 
ch. iii. § 4. 
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